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Digests of Recent Opinions Our New —— 


NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS — 
FRAUD — Fraud in the factum 
is a good defense to an action 
on a negotiable instrument as 
against a holder in due course, 
provided there has been no 
negligence on the part of the 
defendant, whether the fraud 
was perpetrated by the payee 
or a co-maker. 

—Whether one claiming fraud in 
the factum was free from neg- 
ligence is a fact questien de- 
pending on the circumstances 
including defendant’s lack of 
reading ability. 

NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS — 
FRAUD — EVIDENCE — Testi- 
mony by defendant as to oral 
false representations made by 
his co-maker constituting fraud 
in the factum is admissible in 
suit by holder in due course 
and is not incompetent hear- 
Say. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Kilkenny, J.A.D., rendered Nov. 
10, 1961. Appellate Div. Amster- 
dam v. De Paul. For appellant— 
Monroe Jay Lustbader (Irving 
Silverman on the brief). No ap- 
pearance for the Respondent. 

Plaintiff, holder in due course 


of a promisory note, sued de- 
fendant as alleged co-maker 
thereof. Defendant is of sub- 


normal mentality, was unable to 
read except small words and then 
needed reading glasses for this 
purpose. When he signed the 
note he did not read it, had no 
glasses with him, the note was not 
read to him by the maker or the 
representative of the payee who 
witnessed his signature, an d de- 
fendant signed it in the reliance 
on the false representation made 
to him by the maker that he 
was signing only a character 
reference for the maker. The 
District Court judge found de- 
fendant’s signature was obtained 
by fraud in the factum, without 
any negligence on his part, and 
accordingly rendered judgment 
for the defendant. 













asserting the defense. On the 
evidence here, this was a fact 
question for the trial court and 
the finding of no negligence is 
amply 
mony 

There is no merit in the con- 
tention that defendant’s testi- 
mony as to the representations 
by the maker was inadmissible 
hearsay. To adopt  plaintiff’s 
view would preclude a defrauded 
party from testifying to the false 
representations made by the de- 
ceiver whenever a suit is brought 
by a holder in due course. 
else could a defendant establish 
the false representations verb- 
ally made to him? 

Affirmed. 


Notice To The Bar 


In conjunction with the Mid- 
Year Meeting of the State Bar 
Association, at 9:00 A.M. on Nov- 
ember 17th, the following com- 
mittees of the Judicial Confer- 
ence will hold open meetings at 
the Dennis Hotel in Atlantic 
City: 

Committee on Municipal Courts 

—Wicker Room 
Committee on District Courts 

—Card Room 
Committee on Juvenile and 

Domestic Relations Courts 

—Board Room 
Committee on Criminal 

Procedure 

—Oak Room 
Committee on Rules 

—Founders Room 

The purpose of these meetings 
is to afford members of the Bar 
an opportunity to call the atten- 
tion of the committees to mat- 
ters they would like the com- 
mittees to consider. 

Edward B. McConnell 
Administrative Director of 
the Courts 


Fordham Law Alumni 
Reception And Dinner 


The United States District and 
Circuit Court Judges of New Jer- 
sey Ww will be honored by the New 


Jersey Chapter of the Fordham 


ca Alumni Association at its 
ifth Annual Reception = 
Dinner to be held Tuesday, No- 


vember 28, 1961, at the Down 


|Town Club in Newark. 


Plaintiff appeals contending 
among other things that since 
the fraud on the co-maker was 
practiced by the maker and not 
by the payee, the defense was 
not available as against the 
payee or its transi feree; | that de- | F 
fendant was negligent 1 mat- 
ter of law by reason of his failure | 
to read the note or have it read 
to him: and that defendant’s |} 


testimony as to the representa- 
tions by the maker wa 
petent hearsay and inadmissible. 

Held: Fraud in the factum, 
also called fraud in the execu- 
tion, is a good defense to an ac- 
tion on a negotiable instrument | 
as against a holder in due course, 
provided there has been no neg- | 





; incom- |} 


ligence on the part of the maker | 


The 
is the 


in signing the instrument 
rationale of the defense 

fundamental rule of contra 
that one cannot be bound on an 
obligation he does not 
is entering into. A negotiable in- 
strument which is the product of 
fraud in the factum, unaccom- 


ct law | 


know he| 


Federal District Judge Thomas 
F. Meaney, a Fordham Law grad- 
uate, is to be the principal speak- 
er, and Edward V. Ryan, former 
Assistant U.S. Attorney, presi- 
dent of the Alumni Chapter, will 

preside. 

Other ; speakers will be William 
|Power Mulligan, Dean of 
| ham Law School, Presiding Judge 
Thomas M. Madden, and Rev. 
Vincent C. Hopkins, Alumni 
Chaplain. 

Reservations are being made 
through George P. Helfrich of 60 
Park Place, Newark, assisted by 
|;committee members throughout 
lthe state. 


panied by negligence such as to | Workmens Compensation 


estop the defrauded party from | 
raising the defense, as distin- 
guished from an_ instrument 
which is the product of fraud in 
the treaty, is void ab initio, and 
not merely voidable. It is anal- 
gous to a forgery and the signa- 
ture has no legal effect. The 
contention that the defense is 
not applicable because the fraud 
was practiced by the maker, not 
the payee or plaintiff, is hence 
without merit. 

The maker’s freedom from neg- 
ligence is an integral part of the 
defense of fraud in the factum 
and the burden of establishing 
lack of negligence is on the one 





Winter Recess 


The winter recess of hearings 
in the Division of Workmen’s 
Compensation will take place 
from December 23, 1961, through 


| January 1, 1962. No informal, pre- 


trial or trial lists will be sched- 
uled for this period. It is expected 
that doctors and lawyers who 
regularly appear in the Division 
will not absent themselves for 
vacation purposes other than 
during the above period and the 
usual summer recess. 

Thomas L. Franklin 

Acting Director Division of 

Workmen’s Compensation 


supported by the testi- 


How | 


Ford- | 


|seller’s life, 





: 
* 
oe. 


Richard J. Hughes 

The man at the helm of State 
government for the next four 
years will once again be a mem- 
ber of the Bar. 

The Governor-elect, still called 
Judge Hughes in legal circles, is 
a former judge of the Superior 
|Court, former associate editor of 
the New Jersey Law Journal, and 
former assistant U. S. Attorney. 
He was admitted to the Bar in 
1932 and became a counsellor in 
1935. He practiced individually 
until 1945 and then in partner- 
ship with Thorn Lord until 1948 
when he was appointed to the 
Superior Court. In 1957 he re- 
signed from the Superior Court 
bench and returned to private 
practice. 





Opinions Approved For 
Publication 


November 7 to November 13, 1961 
NOTE: Copies of the opinions listed 
below are sent to each county law 
library. Any member of the bar may 
secure a copy of the opinion in any 
particular case, without charge, by 
writing to the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court, State House Annex, Trenton. 
SUPREME COURT 
Appeals—None 
Petitions for Certification 
Granted—None 
SUPERIOR COURT 
APPELLATE DIVISION 
Matias v. Matias (A-324-60, de- 
cided November 6, 1961) 
Reversed dismissal of wife’s 
complaint for divorce on grounds 
of desertion, 65 N.J. Super 291, 
and remanded cause with direc- 
tions for entry of judgment nisi 
in favor of plaintiff. Since aban- 
donment by husband or wife for 
a period longer than a year is 









ground for divorce in Puerto 
‘Rico, jurisdiction would not 
be negated here under N.JS. 


2A:34-10, where plaintiff resided 
in this State for two years prior 
to institution of this suit, since 
it is merely necessary that speci- 





fic acts constituting cause of ac- 
tion pleaded should be _ suffi- 
cient for cause under our 
statute and be such as would 
also enable the party to procure 
a divorce on the same pleading 
in the jurisdiction whence he 
came. 

Bendit v. Intarante et als (A- 


477-60, decided November 8, 1961) 

Affirmed Law Div. summary 
judgment holding that agree- 
ment entered into between de- 
fendant bus company and plain- 
tiff executor’s decedent was not 
testamentary in nature and that 
by reason thereof decedent’s 
widow was entitled to the weekly 
payments provided for therein. 
Decedent sold bus operation he 
had owned and agreed to sell his 
stock and turn over the opera- 
tion to bus company by contract 
which contained arrangement 
for seller’s continued employ- 
ment as technical adviser, and 
for payment of consideration 
monies in installments during 
and. thereafter in 
installments to his widow in the 


(Continued on page 8, col. 3) 











New Jersey State Bar Association 
Committee Reports 


M’NAGHTEN RULE 

That there has been deep con- 
cern about the M’Naghten Rule 
in criminal cases is unquestioned. 
The concern is particularly acute 
when applied to first degree 
murder cases where the life of 
the defendant is at stake. The 
so-called M’Naghten Rule was 
first adopted in this state in 
1846, State v. Spencer, 21 NJ. 
L.196: “That at the time of com- 
mitting of the action the party 
was actually under such a defect 
of reason from disease of the 
mind as not to know the nature 
and quality of the act he was do- 
ing, or, if he did know it, that he 
did not know what he was doing 
was wrong.” 

Criticism of the rule has been 
widespread for years. Judge Car- 
dozo 30 years ago summarized 
the criticism: 

. Every one concedes that 
the present definition of in- 
sanity has little relation to the 
truths of mental life. There are 








Governor's Conference 
On Workmens 
Compensation 


Trenton — The third annual 
Governor’s Conference on Work- 
men’s Compensation will be held 
on Wednesday, Dec. 6, at the 
Robert Treat Hotel, Newark. 

Dr. Paul Dudley White of Bos- 
ton, one of the nation’s out- 


standing cardiologists, will be 
the featured speaker. 
Thomas L. Franklin, acting 


director of the Division of Work- 
men’s Compensation, says, “the 
presence of Dr. White at this 
conference forcefully under- 
scores its theme, ‘The Heart and 
Work’.” 

Five panels devoted to the leg- 
al medical aspects of heart dis- 
ease and employment will com- 
prise the one-day session. 

Judge Harold A. Ackerman is 
general chairman of the confer- 
ence and Supervising Judge 
Maurice A. Kaltz is program 
chairman. 

The morning session will com- 
mence at 10 a.m., the afternoon 
session at 2 p.m., and a banquet 
at 6:30 p.m. 


Seton Hall Law Alumni 
Presentations To 
Deans 


The Seton Hall Law Alumni 
presented a plaque to former 
Dean Miriam Theresa Rooney 
and a resolution to Dean John P. 
Loftus at the annual dinner last 
night at the Downtown Club in 
Newark. In addition, the annual 
constitutional law plaque award 
to an outstanding student in this 
field was made by the Hon. Ray- 
mond Del Tufo. 

The Hon. Thomas M. Madden, 
Chief Judge of the U.S. District 
Court, was the principal speaker 

t the affair and Joseph R. Mc- 
Mahon acted as toastmaster. 


Husband Can Recover 
For Illegal Operation 
Performed On Wife 


Los Angeles (ACCN) — A 
husband has a right to sue for 
damages against one performing 
an illegal abortion on his wife 
without his consent, Los Angeles 
Superior Court Judge Macklin 
Fleming has ruled. In a case of 
first impression, Judge Fleming 
held that the husband had a 
protectable interest in his unborn 
child and the consent of the wife 
to the illegal operation did not 
mitigate against his suing. 





times, of course, when a Kill- 
ing has occurred without know- 
ledge by the killer of the nature 
of the act. A classic instance 
is the case of Mary Lamb, the 
sister of Charles Lamb, who 
killed her mother in delirium. 

There are times when there is 

no knowledge that the act is 

wrong, as when a mother offers 
up her child as a sacrifice to 

God. But after all, these are 

rare instances of the workings 

of a mind deranged. They ex- 
clude many instances of the 
commission of an act under 
the compulsion of disease, the 
countless instances, for ex- 
ample, of crimes by paranoiacs 
under the impulse of a fixed 
idea ... If insanity is not to 
be a defense, let us say so 
frankly and even brutually, but 
let us not mock ourselves with 

a definition that palters with 

reality. Such a method is 

neither good morals nor good 
science nor good law...” 

The so-called M’Naghten Rule 
was originally called the “M’- 
Naghten Rules” and is found in 
8 English Reports Reprint at page 
722, et seq. (1843). The substance 
was set out in the Eirenarcha 
over 375 years ago when belief in 
witchcraft was widespread. 

Looking for a way out of the 
harshness of the M’Naghten 
Rule was the opinion in Durham 
v. United States, 94 U.S. App D.C. 
228,214 F 2d,562 (1954). The Dur- 
ham test is simply: 

“that an accused is not crim- 
inally responsible if his unlaw- 
ful act was the product of 
mental disease or mental de- 
fect.” 

This rule in turn brought wide- 
spread criticism since as our 
Supreme Court said in State v. 
Lucas, 30 N.J. 37,71 (1956): 

«| ,. the Durham test comes 
perilously close to suggesting 
that proof of the commission 
of a crime is also prima facie 
evidence of the legal irrespons- 
ibility of the accused.” 

The court in that opinion re- 
affirimed its belief in the M’- 
Naghten Rule and declared vigor- 
ously against the Durham test. 
However, this did not answer the 
problem principally because of 
the fact that the psychiatrists 
and other specialists in mental 
disorders are restricted in their 
testimony by the M’Naghten 
Rule and cannot give a complete 
psychiatric picture. 

To try to ameliorate the harsh- 
ness of the rule without setting 
it aside our Supreme Court in 
State v. DiPaolo, 34 NJ. 279 
(1961) decided that the defend- 
ant in a murder case should be 
permitted to offer, with respect 
to whether the penalty shall be 
death or life imprisonment, the 
complete picture unrestrained by 
the M’Naghten Rule concept. As 
the court said beginning at the 
bottom of page 291: 

“Full testimony was here ac- 
cepted and upon request the 
trial court expressly charged 
that if the jury should find the 
defendant guilty of murder in 
the first degree, the evidence 
with respect to mental illness 
nonetheless remained in the 
case with respect to punish- 
ment. State v. White, 27 NJ. 
158,180 (1958).” 

This concept is questioned. Many 
believe that if lack of mental 
capacity avoids the death penal- 
ty such lack of mental capacity 
should preclude conviction. 

The members of the commit- 
tee have not been in accord. No 
members of the committee at- 
tending the sessions believed that 





(Continued on page 5, col. 1) 
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LEASES — Provision in lease for 
store constituting part of build- 
ing, which lease particularly 
described the demised premises 
up to the sidewalk line only, 
that tenant will indemnify 
owner against claims for per- 
sonal injury sustained in the 
demised premises or on the ad- 
jacent sidewalk “arising out of 
the use and occupancy of the 
premises by the tenant”, does 
not encompass an injury sus- 
tained by one who fell on the 
sidewalk as a result of the de- 
fective condition thereof while 
window shopping tenant’s 
store, as such claim does not 
“arise out of the use and oc- 
cupancy of the premises by the 
tenant”. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Gaulkin, J.A.D. rendered Nov. 10, 
1961. Appellate Div. Saiauski v. 
Department Stores and Lerner. 
For owner — Myron S. Harkavy 
(Harkavy & Lieb, attys). For ten- 
ant — John R. Kingsland (John 
W. Taylor, atty). 

Plaintiff sued the owner and 
tenant for injuries sustained 
when she fell on the sidewalk in 
front of the store occupied by 
tenant in a building occupied by 
several tenants. She alleged neg- 
ligence and nuisance in that the 
sidewalk was broken and sunken. 
She fell as she turned from win- 
dow shopping in the tenant’s 
store window. The owner’s insur- 
ance company settled plaintiff’s 
case and the matter was submit- 
ted to the court on the tenant’s 
claim for indemnity on the 
ground the owner had construct- 
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owner’s cross claim that the ten- 


the lease between them. 


indemnify the 
| claims for personal injury “sus- 


premises ... 


out of the use and occupancy of 
the premises by the tenant . 
It further provided under para- 


covering the tenant and land- 
IOPd «x 


walks of the demised premises”. 
The trial judge held that under 


bound to indemnify the owner 
even if plaintiff’s fall was due to 
the owner’s sole negligence. He 
accordingly gave judgment to the 
owner against the tenant. 


Held: Plaintiff’s claim did not 
arise “out of the use and occu- 
pancy of the premises by the 
tenant”. The demised premises 
particularly described in the 
lease covered a portion of the 
building up to the sidewalk line 
only. It was only against claims 
so arising that the tenant agreed 
to indemnify the owner under 
paragraph 25. Nor was the lia- 
bility to plaintiff one “arising 
from tenant’s use or occupancy 
of the interior, exterior and side- 
walks of the demised premises” 
which was the only liability for 
which the tenant was obliged to 
provide insurance under para- 
graph 26. It therefore need not 
be decided whether the tenant 
is obliged under paragraph 25 to 
indemnify the owner against 
claims which do “arise out of 
owe use and occupancy of the 





premises by tenant” but which 
,are due in whole or in part to 
; the owner’s negligence. 

The sidewalk in front of the 
building was constructed and 
|maintained by the owner for the 
iuse of all its tenants and the 
public. There is no suggestion 
the tenant made any private 
use of the sidewalk or that the 
condition was the result of any 
wrongful conduct by it. Our 
state adheres to the common 
law rule that- abutting oc- 
cupiers are not ordinarily re- 
sponsible from injuries result- 
ing from sidewalk defects caused 
by the elements or wear and tear 
incident to public use, or the 
negligence of the landlord. 
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graph 26 that the tenant would | 
procure and maintain insurance | 
“against liability arising | —Held, general contractor was 
from tenant’s use or occupancy | 
of the interior, exterior and side- | 


Plaintiff’s claim did not arise 
out of the breach of any duty 





ed the sidewalk and was respons- | owing to her by the tenant, nor 
ible for its condition, and on the} upon the premises leased to the 


tenant, nor because of the ten- 


ant was liable to the owner under | ant’s act or neglect. It did not 


|}arise “out of the use and occu- 


The lease provided in para-|pancy of the premises by the 
graph 25 that the tenant would | tenant”. 
owner from all | 


Reversed. 


tained in on or about the demised | NEGLIGENCE — A general con- 
or upon the adja- | 
cent sidewalks or streets, arising | 


tractor in physical control of 
the job site owes a duty to em- 
ployees of a subcontractor, un- 
der appropriate circumstances, 
to inspect the work of another 
prior subcontractor, to see that 
the premises are reasonably 
safe for the employees. 


under duty to employees of 
roofing subcontractor to make 
inspection with reasonable 
care of work done by carpenter 
on sub-roof, to discover and 
remove hazards to employees 
of roofing subcontractor. 
NEW TRIAL — Where there is a 
close factual contest of the is- 
sue of liability and a mani- 
festly inadequate award of 
damages, a new trial as to al) 
issues should be ordered and 

a new trial limited to damages 

should be ordered only where 

the verdict is clearly free from 
compromise. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Conford, S.J.A.D. rendered Nov 
6, 1961. Appellate Div. Schwartz 
v. Zulka and North Jersey. For 
appellant — James P. Beggans 
(Beggans & Keale, attys. Robt 
E. Tarleton on the brief). For re- 
spondent — Seymour Margulies 
(Herbert Winokur, atty). 

Plaintiff was an employee of 2 
roofing company engaged by de- 
fendant North Jersey to do the 
roofing work on a constructior 
job for which North Jersey was 
the general contractor. Carpentry 
work on the job was done by de- 
fendant Zulka. Plaintiff was in- 
jured when he fell from the roof 
of the building, his fall allegedly 
having been caused by tripping 
over an 8-penny nail which was 
left projecting an inch above 
the flooring after Zulka com- 
pleted his work on the roof. He 
sued Zulka and North Jersey 
claiming negligence on the part 
of Zulka in leaving the nail pro- 
truding, and on the part of North 
Jersey in failing to find and re- 
move the nail by proper inspec- 
tion after Zulka finished his work 
and before permitting the plain- 
tiff to commence his work on 
the roof. 

The jury returned a verdict of 
no cause in favor of Zulka and 
for $17.500 against North Jersey 
Thereafter plaintiff moved for 





| the verdict. 


new trial on the ground of in- 
adequacy of the verdict. Simul- 
taneously, North Jersey moved 


for judgment notwithstanding 


The trial court de- 


| nied the latter motion and grant- 


led a 


trial as to damages 


new 


|only unless the parties accepted 


an increase in the award to 


| $30,000. 


North Jersey appealed. 

Teattemny on behalf of North 
Jersey was that it had inspected 
and cleared the sub-roof after 
Zulka finished his work and be- 


| fore plaintiff began working, and 


found no protruding nails. 
Defendant argues first that 

there was no duty of inspection 

on its part extending to plaintiff 


| and secondly that the court erred 


in limiting the new trial to dam- 


ages only. It is conceded that 
the verdict was “grossly inade- 
quate”. 


Held: Tort liability of a general 
contractor to employees of sub- 
contractors may be founded in 
part on the assumption that the 
owner has placed the general 
contractor in physical control of 
the job site; and by virtue of this 

|control the general contractor is 
burdened with a duty similar to 
that owed by a landowner to 
| business invitees, i.e., to exercise 
/reasonable care to maintain the 
premises in a reasonably safe 
condition. The facts here war- 
rant application of this principle 





84 N. J. L. J. Index Page 594 





The rule as to duty of care by 
an occupier requires additional 
refinement where the occupier is 
having repair or construction 
work done by an independent 
contractor. Since the work con- 
tracted for, unless’ properly 
done, may be a hazard to 
invitees coming on the premises 
thereafter, particularly em- 
ployees of subcontractors, there 
may under appropriate circum- 
stances be a duty of inspection by 
the occupier of the work of the 
subcontractor, default as to 
which may subject the occupier 
to liability to an invitee injured 


thereby. Under the foregoing 
principles, the evidence here 
involved warranted submission 


to the jury of the question of 
North Jersey’s negligence in not 
discovering the alleged defect, 
the alleged protruding nail. 

However, the court erred in 
limiting the new trial to damages 
only. While the discretionary 
judgment of a trial judge is or- 
dinarily entitled to great weight 
mn an issue of this kind, the 
Zuiding principles laid down by 
sur courts in such situations 
compels an impugnment of the 
verdict in its entirety under the 
facts in this case. A close factual 
zontest of the issue of liability 
n conjunction with a manifestly 
nadequate award of damages 
strongly indicates the propriety 
»f a conclusion of compromise 
dy the jury and the setting aside 
of the verdict in its entirety. The 
‘ule in such case is that the 
imitation of a new trial to dam- 
uges will be ordered only where 
he verdict is clearly free from 
‘-ompromise, and the proponent 
carries the burden of demon- 
strating freedom from compro- 
mise. 

In the instant case the jury 
20uld have arrived at a verdict 
*xculpating North Jersey on sev- 
‘ral alternative hypothesis. In 
view thereof, the incidence of a 
verdict against North Jersey 
ilone, and its gross inadequacy, 
eaves a State of mind impressed 
vith the strong probability of 
‘-ompromise, rather than one Sat- 
sfied there was no compromise. 

Reversed for new trial on all 
ssues. 





TRUSTS — While the primary 
obligation is on the father to 
support and maintain his chil- 
dren, where a trust for the 
children has been created with 
direction “to use and apply so 
much of the income to the pro- 
per and necessary care, sup- 
port and education of the chil- 
dren”, and the father is finan- 
cially unable to do so, the trus- 
tee shou!d pay from income an 
accrued milk bill and mortgage 
arrearage, and make a regular 
monthly contribution toward 
future support, though such 
payments will also _ benefit 
members of the household in 
which they live, the monthly 
payments to be subject to fu- 
ture changes. 

Digested from a per curiam 
Ipinion rendered Nov. 9, 1961. 
Appellate Div. In re Arbuckle. For 
respondent trustee — James T. 
Owens. For appellant 





—Clive S. Cummis. pro se. 
Plaintiff is the father of three 


minor children who live with him | 


and who are beneficiaries of a 


-—— John | 
Milton, Jr. For guardian ad litem | 


testamentary trust created by 
their mother who died in 1952 
He is also the duly appointed 
guardian of the children. He has 
remarried and his second wife 
has two children of her prior 
marriage. 

The trust corpus and income 
balance is over $113,000. 

The will directs the trustee 
“to use and apply so much of 
the net income thereof to the 
proper and necessary care, sup- 
port. education and mainten- 
ance” of each child until the age 
of 21 years, and further that i: 
the income shall not be sufficien: 
‘for such purposes in any year 
or years, the trustees are em- 
powered in their discretion to 
invade the corpus for said pur- 
poses. 

Plaintiff sought to compel the 
trustee to reimburse him for cer- 
tain expenditures made on be- 
half of the children, and to make 
periodic payments to plaintiff for 
support of the children. 

The trial court denied plain- 
tiff’s application except as to re- 
imbursement for certain sums 
spent on treatment of one of the 
children, concluding that the sit- 
uation did not otherwise call for 
use Of moneys from the trust to 
support the children and that 
plaintiff, as father, should pro- 
vide for them pursuant to his 
primary obligation to do so. 

Facts disclosed at the hearing 
below, and which have developed 
since the hearing show plaintiff 
had suffered business reverses 
after the death of his first wife 
and in providing for his house- 
hold had run up bills which he 
was unable to pay. His present 
earning capacity and lack of 
capital resources make it impos- 
sible for him to pay current liv- 
ing expenses. The mortgage on 
the home is in default and fore- 
closure is threatened unless a 
payment of $626.24 is made to 
bring it up to date. There is also 
an unpaid milk bill of $507.88. 

Held: It will benefit the three 
children to save from foreclosure 
the comfortable home in which 
they are living and it will also 
benefit them to pay the milk bill 
which was undoubtedly run up 
in large part because of them 
While payment of these bills wil! 
also benefit the other members 
of the household, that is almost 
inevitably true in every case 
in which funds are paid for sup- 
port of a minor child in a home 
where he lives with other peoy ole. 

It also appears that ree iff’ 


present earning capacity né 
immediate prospects and ‘the 
cost of maintaining the house- 


hold in a reasonably comfortable 
state, will justify a contribution 
of $100 a month for each child 
from the trust income for the 
support, education and mainten- 
ance of the three children. 

There can be no argument 
about the primary obligation 0! 
plaintiff to support and educate 
the children. However, at pres- 
ent he is unable to do so success- 
fully. Whatever the cause, thé 
children should not lack for the 
support which their father is 
unable to give them when their 
mother has directed that the net 
income of the trust she create¢ 
| shall be used and applied to pond 
“proper and necessary care, sup- 
port, education and mai nten - 
ance”. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION— 
The benefits and burial expens- 
es to which a dependent of a 
deceased employee is entitled 
are those in effect at the time 
decedent’s employment ended 
and not those in effect at the 
time of his death. 

—An amendment increasing ben- 
efits after an employment has 
ended cannot constitutionally 
have retroactive application to 
a claim based on that employ- 
ment. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Yancey, J.C.C. rendered Nov. 6, 
1961. Essex County Court. Ermola 
v. Hudson. For appellee — Sam- 
uel E. Bass (Fred Freeman, atty). 
For appellant — John W. Taylor. 


Appellee’s decedent developed 
tuberculosis as a result of his 
employment with appellant. He 
died in 1958 as a result thereof. 
His last employment by appel- 
lant was on Dec. 17, 1952. He 
was awarded compensation in his 
own right for his disability. In 
1952, the dependency benefits 
and funeral allowances were set 
by N.J.S.A. 34:15-13 at 300 weeks 
and $250 respectively. In 1957 the 
statute was amended to increase 
the dependency benefits to 350 
weeks and the funeral allowance 
to $400. The Workmen’s Comp- 
ensation Division awarded ap- 
pellee the increased benefits in 
effect at the date of her deced- 
ent’s death. Appellant contends 
this was erroneous and that only 
the benefits in effect at the time 
of the last day of employment 
should have been allowed 

Held: It would appear the Dep- 
uty Director applied the 1957 
amendment retroactively in mak- 
ing his decision. If this be so, 
it is unconstitutional in view of 
Art. IV, Sec. 7, par. 3 of the NJ. 
Constitution which prohibits 
“any ex post facto law or law im- 
pairing the obligation of con- 
tracts, or depriving a party of any 
remedy for enforcing a contract 
which existed when the contract 
was made”. 

In the early years of our Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, it was 
sometimes said the nature of 





the liability was ex contractu or 
ex delicto or quasi contractual. | 
Today there is little doubt that} 
our courts have adopted the ex| 


contractu theory. In New Am- 
sterdam v. Popovich, 18 N.J. 218, 
it was emphatically held that 
the liability under the act is ex 
contractu and not ex delicto. 

The contractual relationship 
arises at the inception of the em- 
ployment relationship and con- 
tinues to the last moment of the 
employment. All of the work- 
men’s compensation statutes in 
effect when the employment 
commences are implicitly adopt- 
ed as part of the employment 
agreement, plus all amendments 
thereto during the continuance 
of the employment contract, un- 
less the parties have specifically 
registered an intention not to be 
bound by the Act. The moment 
the expressed employment con- 
tract stops, all conditions im- 
plied by law also stop. 

The mere fact that the right 
of the dependent to compensa- 
tion is independent and sepa- 
rate from that of the employee 
and flows from the Act itself does 
not mean the dependent need 
not go back to the contract of 
employment itself. A dependent 
‘ould have no rights whatsoever 
under the Act were it not for 
the employment contract. All 
benefits to dependents stem from 
the foundation of this contract. 
Only those statutes which were 
in effect at the time of the em- 
ployment are applicable, not- 
withstanding the fact that the 
dependent’s cause cf action did 
not accrue until some time there- 
alter. 

Since the dependent must rely 
on the employment agreement, 
the law in effect at the time 
thereof must control. Any law 
enacted subsequently which 
would change the compensation 
obligations subsequent to the 
date of last employment would 
impair the obligation of con- 
tract. To give such an amend- 
ment a retroactive effect would 
be to create a new contract be- 
tween the employer and employee 


when in fact the contract be- 
tween the parties has termin- 
ated. 


Accordingly, the 1957 amend- 
ment should not be considered 
retroactive and the appellee is 
entitled only to those benefits in 
effect at the time the contract 
of employment ended. 
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| PRACTICE — JURY TRIAL — 
Mere admission by counsel that 
failure to make timely demand 
for jury trial was “due to his 
own neglect” does not consti- 
tute “excusable neglect” within 
R.R. 1:27B justifying relief 
from waiver of jury trial under 
R.R. 4:39-1 and 3. 

—To justify relief from waiver of 
jury trial, circumstances justi- 
fying relief must be shown, and 
mere statement of “oversight” 
or “inadvertence” is insuffic- 
ient. 

ASSIGNMENTS — CONSIDERA- 
TION — The consideration of 
love and affection is sufficient 
consideration to support an as- 
signment from a husband to 
his wife. 

ASSIGNMENT ATTORNEY 
AND CLIENT — SURVIVAL OF 
ACTIONS — An action by an 
attorney for reasonable com- 
pensation for services rendered 
is an action in quasi-contract 
which may be assigned and 
which survives his death. 

ATTORNEY AND CLIENT — The 
law of champerty and mainten- 
ance does not apply in this 
State. 

PARTNERSHIPS — PARTIES — 
While a claim for legal services 
rendered to a partnership is an 
obligation for which the part- 
ners are liable jointly under 
R.S. 42:1-15 thus requiring that 
all partners be joined under 
R.R. 4:32-4 in an action there- 
on, where one partner has 
agreed with the other to pay 
such claim it constitutes “a 
separate obligation to perform 
a partnership contract” under 
R.S. 42:1-15 upon which he may 
be sued individually. 

CONTRACTS — A contract which 
calls for performance to a third 
person inures to his benefit 
though he is not specifically 
named therein and regardless 
of whether the promisee’s pur- 
pose was to benefit himself or 
the third person. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Goldmann, S.J.A.D. rendered Nov. 
9, 1961. Appellate Div. Sweeney 
v. Veneziano. For appellant — 
Kenneth F. Lay. For respondent 
— Seymour Margulies (Levy, 
Lemkin and Margulies, attys). 

Sweeney sued for a fee alleg- 


edly due for legal services rend- 
ered a partnership consisting of 
one Eisenstodt and defendant, 


who were engaged in the plumb- 
ing business, in a certain federal 
court action. Defendant counter- 
claimed for plumbing services 
performed for Sweeney. Sweeney 
filed his answer to the counter- 
claim on April 1, 1959. More than 
two months later defendant serv- 
ed and filed a demand for jury 
trial. Sweeney moved to strike 
this demand. Defendant’s attor- 
ney admitted his failure to make 
timely demand for jury trial was 


due to his own oversight and neg- 
lect. The trial court denied the 
motion to strike the demand 
finding defendant’s counsel’s 
failure to make timely demand 
constituted excusable neglect 


relaxation of the 
the time for filing 
such demand. Sweeney was given 
leave to and did appeal. There- 
after Sweeney died. The Appel- 
late Division remanded the mat- 
ter for further pleading with the 
right to defendant to demand a 
jury trial on the supplemental 


justifying 
Rules fixing 





pleadings to be filed by the sub- 
stituted plaintiff. Defendant did 
SO. 


A supplemental complaint was 
filed by Sweeney’s widow in her 
own right as assignee and as ex- 
ecutrix of his estate. An amend- 
ed answer and counterclaim were 
filed setting up the defense of the 
statute of limitations, that the 
assignment is invalid, and that 
the action being for a partner- 
ship obligation, Eisenstodt was 
a necessary party. 

Held: R.R. 4:39-1 provides that 
a demand for jury shall be made 
not later than 10 days after ser- 
vice of the last pleading directed 











to the issue and R.R. 4:39-3 states 
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that failure to make a timely de- 
mand constitutes a waiver of trial 
byjury. However, relief is avail- 
able under R.R. 1:27B which pro- 
vides that when an act is requir- 
ed to be done within a specified 
time, the trial court may “for 
cause shown”, “permit the act to 
be done after the expiration of 
the specified period if the failure 
was the result of excusable neg- 
lect.” The court’s. discretion 
should never be exercised unless 
there is a showing of the exist- 
ence of some plausible circum- 
stances that would justify relief 
from waiver of jury trial. A mere 
statement of “oversight” or “in- 
advertence” does not suffice to 
invoke the court’s discretion. 
Here there was no more than 
counsel’s admission of failure to 
make reasonable demand “due 
to his own neglect”. This is not 
“excusable neglect” within R.R. 
1:27B. The motion to strike the 
jury demand should have been 
granted. 

However, the supplemental 
complaint and answer raise a 
fact issue on the defense of lim- 
itations. This would entitle de- 
fendant to a jury trial on this is- 
sue. Thus, the original cause 
would now have to be tried with- 
out a jury and the supplemental 
issue with a jury. The rules were 
never intended to create such a 
situation. In the interests of 
justice and expedition of litiga- 
tion, the action should not be so 
divided, and a jury trial will be 
allowed on all issues. 

Defendant argues the assign- 
ment of plaintiff’s claim is in- 
valid for want of consideration. 
But the assignment was from 2 
husband to his wife. and if there 
were no. consideration other 
than love and affection, this 
would be sufficient to support the 
assignment. 

Defendant also claims the as- 
signment was invalid in that the 
cause of action was based upon a 
purely statutory foundation, 
N.J.S. 2A:13-6, and the right to 
recover was exclusively in Swee- 


ney. N.J.S. 2A:13-6 provides that 
an attorney may maintain an 
action against his client to re- 
cover reasonable fees, provided 
he has first served the client with 
a copy of his bill. The sole ef- 
fect of this statute was to do 
away with the earlier necessity 
of an express contract for fees 
before an attorney could sue for 
his compensation. It had been 
uniformly held that where an at- 
torney was incapacitated from 
completing his contract, it was 
discharged but the attorney could 
recover in quasi contract for the 
reasonable value of the services 
rendered. Defendant’s argument 
that plaintiff is prosecuting a 
statutory right of action is re- 
jected. 

Sweeney was suing on quasi- 
contract, and his cause of action, 
assigned to his widow, survived 
his death. Defendant’s argument 
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A CHALLENGE FOR 1962 


The editorial in the October issue of the Journal of the Amer- 
ican Judicature Society proclaims that the “energies and resources” 
of the Society will be devoted in 1962 to getting behind and pushing 
through, from submission to adoption, 
in the half dozen or more States in which they are being proposed 
for action. The New Jersey Bar can ill afford to do less in respect 
to urgent judicial reform needed right here in our own State. 

A measure to effect such reform has been gathering dust for 








almost ten years. Thus far very little active support has been given | 


by the Bar to this important program, despite repeated appeals 
py both the present and former Chief Justice of our Supreme Court; 
by both the present Democratic and former Republican Governor; 
and by this editorial column. 
We have reference, of course, 
our County Courts with our Superior Court. We 


Both perform the same or equivalent work, and both should be 
treated alike in terms of salary, tenure and pension. The existing 
inequities in treatment certainly cannot be condusive to maximum 
efficiency. The differential must inevitably create a troublesome 
problem in morale. 

The State Bar Association’s Special Committee on Integration 
of County and Superior Courts submitted its report three weeks 
ago. The Committee’s critical analysis of the problem invites a 
careful reading by every practicing lawyer. The report appears 
in the November 9th issue of this Journal. It emphasizes an addi- 
tional compelling reason for prompt integration, the fact that 
“different rules, different procedures and different fees 
two courts increase the burden on trial attorneys 
trative officers and to that extent perpetuate a weakness in the 
judicial process”. 

Beyond a review of the Committee Report, 
a very sizeable number of Association members 
mid-year meeting of the State Bar Association 
this week and direct their energies toward 
endorsement of the Special Committee’s Report, 


it is hoped that 
will attend the 
in Atlantic City 


scheduled to be 


Public Relations Round | Hudson Bar Will Honor | 


judicial reform measures | 


to the urgent need to integrate | 
again submit that | 
there is no logical basis for retaining the present differential in | 
treatment between Superior Court judges and County Court judges. | 


in the | 
and adminis- | 


an overwhelming | 


discussed on Saturday morning, November 18th. A demonstration | 


of decisive positive action 


this critical matter by the new Legislature which will organize 


approval can be the springboard for 


on 
in January. The goal of a fully integrated court system in New 
Jersey need no longer be an elusive one. 





A NEW GOVERNOR 


On November 7, 1961, New Jersey elected Richard J. Hughes 
as its next Governor. An able lawyer and an outstanding jurist 
during his service on the bench, Mr. Hughes 
to the office of Chief Executive a deep understanding of matters 
relating to the administration of justice. By the caliber of his 





appointments to the bench, it is to be hoped that he will demon- | 


strate the same insistence on maintaining the high level of per- 
formance and integrity of our judicial system as was shown by 
his predecessors under the 1947 Constitution. This tradition, 
strong root during their administ 
firmly embedded under Governor Hughes. 

We salute our new Governor and wish him well in the difficult 
tasks he faces; and we take pride in the fact that some of his 
broad experience was gained as an associate editor of this Journal. 








Civil Case Argued Before Law Students 


Chicago (ACCN)—Three judg-!John T. Dempsey. 
es Of the Illinois Appellate Court The suit was a dispute between 
heard oral arguments in an ac- two brothers as to the true own- 
tual civil case pending before the |ership of an apartment hotel 
tribunal at the law school of the | building at 20 East Delaware 
University of Chicago, November Place on Chicago’s Near North 
8. Side “Gold Coast.” Opposing 

The case was Barker v. Barker,| counsel presented their argu- 
and the trial session was held ments before the student audi- 
in the Weymouth Kirkland ence, who had previously had 
courtroom of the law school as | the opportunity to study the 
part of the school’s unique law- | lawyers’ briefs. 
in-action training technique. The The Illinois Supreme Court and 
three judges making up _ the| other state courts have also held 
bench were Presiding Justice | 
John V. McCormick, 
Ulysses S. Schwartz and Justice | ago. 








is certain to bring | 


Table Forum 


| The New Jersey State Bar As- 


| sociation will sponsor a confer- 
poo on public relations at the 
| mid-year meeting of the State 
Bar Association, to be held at the 
Hotel Dennis, Atlantic City, New 
| Jersey, on Friday, November 17, 
| 1961 at 4:00 p.m. Representatives 


| of the County and Local Bar As- | 


|sociations have been invited to 
| participate. The following agenda 
| has been prepared for the meet- 
ing: 

A report by John W. Woelfle, 
Executive Director of the New 
Jersey State Bar Association on 
the public relations meeting 
sponscred by the American Bar 
Association at its annual con- 


;vention in St. Louis, Missouri, 
|} this past summer. 
Address by Thomas Barrett, 


New Jersey representative of the 
New York Herald Tribune on the 





subject “The Public Image of a 
Lawyer” 
Leon Dreskin will discuss a 


public speaking program with the 
| New Jersey Credit Union League. 
| David Landau, New Jersey 
|Deputy Attorney General, will 
id iscuss a proposed pamphlet, 
|“Buying on Time” 

Charles A. Otto, Jr. will 
cuss a proposed pamphlet 
Yo ou Make No Will”. 

Ernest R. Eagles will 
ae | roposed pamphlet, 
1a Home” 

Guy R. Haskins 
proposed pamphlet, 
lems”. 

The 


dis- 
“Tf 


discuss 
“Buying 


will discuss a 
“Tax Prob- 


publication of the said 
pamphlets as a courtesy of the 
|New Jersey Bar Association and 
the method and means of distri- 


bution throughout the state will 
be discussed. 

As part of the agenda, the 
forum will also consider a pro- 
posed school educational pro- 
gram to acquaint high school 
and college students with the 
importance and advantages of 
law as a career. The New Jersey 


tate Bar Association is present- 


ly planning an extensive pro- 
gram in this field. 

The importance of _ public 
speaking engagements before 
civic groups and the method and 
means of obtaining invitations 
from various Civic groups will 
likewise be considered. 


Herbert E. Greenst one, Chair- 


man of the New Jersey State Bar | 


Association Committee on Public 
Relations will act as moderator. 





Union Bar Officers 
Nominated 


The nominating committee of 

the Bar Association of Union 
Count y has submitted the follow- 
ing slate of officer for 1962: 

Pres., Bryant W. Griffin 

V.P., H. Harding Brown 

Treas., Nathan R. Leavitt 

Trustees, Nelson F. Stamler, 
Julius R. Pollatschek and John 


|P. Romer. 


given | 
ations, should become even more | 


|ris County 


sessions in the law school court- | 
Justice | room since it was opened a year| Owen F. O'Donnell, 


Nominating 
Stephen Orlando, A. Donald Mc- 
Kenzie, Jr., and George F. Bartell. 

The new officers will be elected 


at the annual meeting on Decem- | 


ber 5th at 8:00 p.m. 
Helfield’s Court Room. 


in Judge | 


Morris Bar Dinner 
And Dance 


The Bar Association of Mor- 
will hold its second 
annual Ladies’ Night on Novem- 
ber 30th. The program for 
the evening includes cocktails at 
6:30, dinner at 7:30. dancing until 
midnight and professional en- 
tertainment. The affair will be 
held at the Braidburn Country 
Club in Florham Park. 
Lawrence Willner, 1st 
president of the association, 
in charge of the program. 
Reservations are $15.00 per 
couple and are to be made with 
association 


vice 
is 


treasurer. 


Committee -|} 


Judges At Annual 
Dinner 


The Hudson County Bar As- 
sociation will honor Federal 
Judge Anthony T. Augelli, Su- 
perior Court Judges Donald G. 
Collester, Eugene L. Lora and 





Judges Andrew A. Salvest and 
Sol Schulman at its 84th Annual 
Dinner, to be held on December 
2nd at the Hotel Statler in New 
York. 

Cocktails will be served from 
6:15 to 7:30 p.m. and dinner will 
be served at 7:45 p.m. 

Reservations are $15.00 each 
and should be made with Louis 
P. Brenner, 921 Bergen Ave, Jer- 
sey City. Reservations close Nov. 
22. 


Hearing Procedure Held 
Weak Spot In British 
Agency | Law 


Ann Arbor, Mich. (ACCN) 


Joseph L. Smith, and County | » geous policy of your paper in 
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Editor, New Jersey Law Journal: 
Congratulations on _ editorial 
“A Caveat on Use of Certified 
Mail”! 
I hope this is the beginning of 
a swing away from the less cour- 


the past. 
David Green 


Editor, New Jersey Law Journal: 
The State Bar Association does 
need substantial reorganization. 


However the reorganization prob- 


lem is not basically one of repre- 
sentation as; your editorial of 
November 9, 1961 indicates. The 


problem is one of best serving 


| the needs of the Bar of this st 
| I do not believe that the recta 


The Achilles heel of the British | 
government’s administrative sys- | 


tem is the law that is out of 
| touch with progress in justice, a 
prominent English law scholar 
ihas indicated. 

Speaking on “Hearings in Bri- 
tain,” one of a series of adminis- 
trative law lectures presented 
recently by the University of 
Michigan Law School, Prof. 
W. R. Wade, a visiting Briton 
currently teaching at the uni- 
versity, said plans are underway 
to close what he called the gap 
between justice and administra- 
tion in his homelan 

Prof. Wade, who is a faculty 
member at Oxford, asserted that 
Britain’s main problems in ad- 


|ministrative law arise in the|; 
area of “inquiries,” which are 
Similar to agency hearings held 


in this country by administrative 
tribunals generally from the reg- 
ulatory federal board level down 
to zoning tribunals. 

The traditional 
hearings in Britain, Prof. Wade 
said, has been to supply the 
top executive officer or cabinet 
minister with information which 
would help him form policy- 
making decisions. In the Unite 
States, he noted, the purpose of 
such hearings is more to give 
the individual a chance to sup- 
port or object to government 
plans. 

In Britain, he pointed out, the 
government has never felt obli- 
gated to publish complete de- 
tails of a plan before a hearing 
was held. Nor did it give reasons 
for its decision at the time the 
decision was handed down. 

In effect, the Oxford scholar 
said, this amounted to inviting a 
man to complain about some- 
thing but not giving him full de- 
tails on what he was complain- 
ling about; then giving him the 
government’s decision on the| 
|case but not telling him why | 
this decision was made. 

| 
| 


purposes of 


Recent reforms have attempt- | 
ed to correct this Prof. | 
Wade noted, but he | 
said, all they do 
| ernment departments to change |} 
- ways. 

However, he added, a new code 
|of procedure for inquiries is be- 
ing formulated 


injustice, 
in reality, 








Institute Sessions 
Changed 


The course on se on “Enforcement | 


‘administrative and 
| profess 


| tions 


H. | 


|The emphasis must be on 


is direct gov-| directly by 


or absence of a “House of Dele- 
gates” in the State Bar makes 
much difference. 

The problems of the associa- 
tion must be viewed in the light 
of the functions to be performed. 
The functions can be broken 
down into two parts. The first is 
involves the 
ional aspects of lawyer- 
ing and the housekeeping func- 
of the association. The 
second is legally substantive and 
involves the continuing educa- 
tion of the Bar and law revision 
and reform. The organization 

structure should follow the func- 


tional needs of the association 
Within the association thers 
should be two subsidiary systems, 


one designed to meet the admin- 
istrative functions and one de- 
signed to meet the substantive 
functions of the association, v 
the principal officers of the two 
systems and the officers of the 

ssociation operating in an over 
111 supervisory capacity. The sub- 
would be divided 
o a few sections, each with its 
own head. The sections would be 
further broken down into com- 
mittees. The sections would de- 
velop their own programs 
education. Their recommenda- 
tions for law revision and reform 
would be transmitted and eventu- 
ally would be present ed to As- 
sembly meetings in well digested 
form at an appropriate time. The 
system would permit wide ac- 
tivity, the spreading of responsi- 
bility, and greater individual par- 
tici ipation, without loss of over- 

all management and control. 
The basic problem of any or- 
ganization is to be able to get 
its work done. The disease of any 
organization paper commit- 
tees and officers who are not in 
a position to work at their jobs 
If we merely ape the organiza- 
tion forms of the A.B.A., which 
still leave something to be de- 
we will probably have 


sired, 
change, but not improvement 





stantive system 


into 


far 
4UL 


1S 





performance of the function 
rather than the theoretical ad- 
vantages of a particular form. 

As to the question of represen- 
tation I would prefer to have rep- 
resentatives to a House of Dele- 
gates or Board of Trustees elected 
the membership by 
mailed paper ballots rather the 
through local bar associations. 
The State Bar should not limit 
its base to the membership of 
local bar associations. 

Bernard Chazen 


New Laws 


Governor Meyner has signed 


and Collection of Judgments and| the following bills: 


Liens” 
| for Continuing Legal Education, | 
in Morristown, has been poste | 
|poned to December 2, 9, and 16. 
The lectures will be given at the| 
Morris County Court House, in| 
Morristown, from 10 a.m. to 1 
p.m. on each of the dates indi- 
cated. 

A change has also been made | 
in the sessions in the course in| 
Post Trial and Appellate Advo- 
cacy being given at the Essex 
County Bar Foundation. The last | 


offered by the Institute|A-12 Sca Chapter 106 Sept. 


13 
Forbids discrimination in the 
sale or rental of real estate 
whether or not publicly assessed. 
but with certain exceptions, and 
to change the name of the Divi 
sion Against Discrimination to 
the Division of Civil Rights. 
S-76 Chapter 109 Oct. 20 
Validates certain deeds or 


other conveyances of, and dis- 
charges of mortgages upon, real 
property executed by any dis- 
solved corporation, or by any 


two sessions will be held on|corporation whose charter has 
November 21 and November 28.!| been forfeited or has expired. 
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the M’Naghten Rule should pre- 
vail without restriction or modi- 
fication. The committee divided 
along four lines. One group re- 
commends the adoption of the 
recommendation of the Commit- 
tee on Criminal Responsibility 
of the New Jersey State Com- 
mission on Mental Health. The 
report of the Committee is ap-| 
pended and marked Schedule 


Another group recommended 
modification of the M’Naghten | 
Rule by amendment of the Evid- | 
ence Act respecting the testimony 
of psychiatrists. These members 
of the committee submit their 
recommendation as set forth in| 
Schedule “B” annexed hereto. 

Another group of the commit- 
tee favored a double trial. This 
would involve first a trial as to} 
guilt; and then, if guilt is found, 
that there be a second trial to 
determine the punishme This 
follows in a sense the decision of 
State v. Paola except the Su- 
preme Court’s decision does not | 
provide for double trial. This] 
group’s recommendation is an-| 
nexed and marked Schedule “C”.| 

Finally another group believes | 
that the law should be as 






set | 
forth in the Model Penal Code of 
the American Law Institute as} 


set forth in Schedule “D” an-| 
nexed hereto. | 

This report, therefore, breaks | 
down into four parts with com-| 


mittee support as follows: 
(1) Recommendation of the Com- | 
mittee on Criminal Responsi- 
bility of the State of New Jer- 





sey Commission on Mental 
Health. 
Committee Members: Thomas 





L. Zimmerman and Woodruff J. | 
English. 
(2) Liberalization of the rules of | 
evidence with respect to testi- 
mony by psychiatrists in crim- 
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| to 
| disease or mental defect the as- 


| vised Statutes, 


inal trials. 
Committee Members: Warren 
Dixon, Jr., Woodruff J. English, 
H. Russell Morss, Jr., Louis 
Auerbacher, Jr., and Maurice 
M. Krivit. 

(3) Double trial where mental 
condition is involved in the 
crime. 

Committee Members: Paul T. 
Huckin, Thomas L. Zimmer- 
man, and H. Russell Morss, Jr. 

(4) American Law Institute rule. 
Committee Members: Louis 
Auerbacher, Jr., Thomas L. 
Zimmerman, and Abraham 
Miller. 

The committee recommends 
that its work be continued and 


| that additional members be ad- 
|ded, such members, however, to 
| be willing to devote time to the 


study and to attend meetings. 
The committee hopes that if it is 
continued that the members of 


| the Association will consider the 


report and send in their views to 
the committee so that the com- 


| mittee can try to crystalize the 


opinions on the subject. 

Dated: November 6, 1961 
Respectfully submitted, 
Warren Dixon, Jr. 
Woodruff J. English 
Paul T. Huckin 
Maurice M. Krivit 
Abraham Miller 
H. Russell Morss, Jr. 
Thomas L. Zimmerman 
Louis Auerbacher, Jr., 

Chairman 


SCHEDULE “A” 
Suggested changes in Criminal 
Procedure Laws 

It is suggested that 2A:163-2 
be amended to read as follows: 
2A:163-2A Finding of insanity; 


disposition 
If any person in confinement 
under commitment, indictment 


or under any process shall appear 
the court to have a mental 


signment judge, or judge of the 
county court of the county in 
which such person is confined, 
may, upon presentation to him 
of the application and certific- 
ates as provided in Title 30, 
chapter 4, Article 3, of the Re- 
institute an in- 
quiry and take proofs as to the 
mental condition of such person. 
The proofs herein referred to 
may include testimony of quali- 
fied psychiatrists to be taken in 














LAW PRINTER 


JAMES E. FLETCHER, Manager 


ARTHUR W. 


New Jersey Division of 
PANDICK PRESS, INC. 
71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5, N.J. 
TELEPHONE MArket 3-4994 


S 


Specialists 


APPENDICES AND 
BRIEFS ON APPEAL 


CROSS, INC. 





























National Reporter System 
Federal Reporter System 
Key Number Digests 


Modern Federal Practice 
Digest 


U.S. Code Annotated 
Barron & Holtzofft 


Federal Practice 


and numerous 


The “West” label 


SONEY & 
1180 Raymond Boulevard 


| NATIONALLY USED... 
NATIONALLY POPULAR 


of The Best in legal publishing 


SAGE CO. | 


Exclusive Sales Representatives 


West’s Federal Forms 
Annotated Statutes 

Words and Phrases 
Appleman on Insurance 
Blashfield on Automobile Law 
Corbin on Contracts 

Modern Legal Forms 

other works 


is your guarantee 


Newark 2, New Jersey 














5 f | 
open court either in the presence | 


of a jury specially impanelled to 
try the issues of mental disease 
or mental defects alone or with- 
out a jury, as the judge in his 
discretion may determine. It 
shall be competent for the judge 
if sitting without a jury, or the 
jury, if one is impanelled, to de- 
termine not only the sanity of 
the accused at the time of the} 
hearing, but as well the sanity 
of the accused at the time the 
offense charged against him is 
alleged to have been committed, 
as hereinafter provided. 

B Insantity at time of hearing 

If it shall be determined after 
the hearing as aforesaid that the 
accused had a mental disease or 
mental defect at the time of the 
hearing and that there is sub- 
stantial evidence that such men- 
tal disease or mental defect is of 
such a degree that it would unfit 
the said person from standing 
trial, the judge shall order such 
person removed from imprison- 
ment and to be confined in an 
institution as provided by section 
30:4-82 of the Revised Statutes, 
and his custody and release from 
such institution shall be gov- 
erned by the provision of said 
section. If the accused is received 
into said institution he shall be 
detained there until he no longer 
has such mental disease or men- 
tal defect. When in the opinion 
of the Superintendent of the 
State Hospital, it is believed that 
the defendant no longer is suffer- 
ing from such mental disease or 
mental defect such fact shall be 
certified by the Superintendent 
to the court which found the de- 
fendant had such mental disease 
or mental defect, and the court 
shall determine whether the de- 
fendant has regained his mental 
capacity to the degree that he 
no longer is unfit to stand trial. 








If the court does so determine it 
shall cause the defendant to be 
brought from the institution to 





which he has been placed, and 
place him in proper custody un- 
til he is brought to trial or judge- 


ment, as the case may be, or is 
legally discharged. 
If in the opinion of the Super- 


intendent of the said state hos- 
pital the defendant is still suf- 
fering from such mental disease 


or mental defect, but such per- 
son would not be a menace to 
the public if released from said 


state hospital, 
tendent shall 
to the court, 


the said Superin- 
so certify such fact 
and the court may 
release person under the 
supervision of the Commissioner 
of Institutions and Agencies for 
such period of time and upon 
such terms and conditions as it 
may deem desirable. During such 


such 


DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


(Continued from page 3) 





on Sweeney’s death is without 
merit; pleas in abatement are 
viewed with disfavor. 

Defendant’s argument that the 
assignment “savors of champerty 
and maintenance and as such is 
violative of our public policy” is 
without merit. The law of cham- 
perty and maintenance does not 
apply in this State. 

R.S. 42:1-15 provides that all 
partners are liable jointly for 
debts and obligations of the part- 


nership other than those under | 


sections 42:1-13 and 14, but that 
“any partner may enter into a 
separate obligation to perform a 
partnership obligation.” R.R. 
4:32-4 provides that all parties 
having a joint interest shall be 
made parties, but that all or any 
persons liable severally or jointly 
and severally, may at the option 
of the plaintiff be joined. Swee- 
ney’s claim was for services to 
the partnership. But Eisenstodt 
had assigned his interest in the 
federal suit to defendant and de- 
fendant had expressly agreed in 
and at such trial he shall be con- 
clusively presumed to have been 
free of a mental disease or men- 
tal defect at the time the offense 
is alleged to have been commit- 
ted. If the jury shall find the 
defendant guilty, then the ques- 
tion whether the defendant was 
suffering from such mental dis- 
ease or mental defect at the time 
the offense was committed shall 
be promptly tried before the same 
jury or before a new jury in the 
discretion of the court. If the 
defendant pleads not guilty only 
by reason of a mental disease or 
mental defect, then the question 
whether the defendant was suf- 
fering from such mental disease 
or mental defect at the time the 
offense was committed shall be 
promptly tried before a jury. 
The mental disease or mental 
defect referred to in this section 
is the suffering by the defendant 





gree of mental deficiency which 
is diagnosed in accordance with 
prevailing and well established 
scientific standards and which 
so substantially impairs his 
judgment and mental capacities 
that the act which he committed 
was the result of such psychosis 
or mental deficiency. In such 
trial the jury shall return a ver- 
dict either that the defendant 
was not suffering from such 
mental disease or mental defect 
at the time the offense was com- 
mitted, or that he was suffering 





period of time of supervision by 
the Commissioner of Institutions 


(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 


‘| New or Existing Homes 


from a psychosis or serious de- | 


|the assignment and in another 
| agreement to pay all fees and 


‘that the right of action abated | expenses of the federal suit. 


|Thus, by the assignment and 
agreement, defendant’ enter- 
|ed into “a separate obligation to 
| perform a partnership contract”, 
| Within R.S. 42:1-15. Sweeney was 
| thus entitled to be compensated 
from defendant alone for the 
services rendered to the partner- 
| Ship. 
| On this point, defendant urges 
that the assignment and agree- 
;ment were not for the benefit of 
jany third party and points to 
|the omission of Sweeney’s name. 
But a contract in which the 
| promisor engages to render some 
|performance to a third person 
is generally called a contract for 
| the benefit of a third person with 
| little regard to whether the pur- 
|pose of the promisee in entering 
|into the contract was his own 
| benefit or the benefit of the per- 
| son to whom performance was 
| to be rendered. The assignment 
|was clearly one which inured to 
|Sweeney’s benefit, and the mere 
| fact that his name was not spec- 
|ifically mentioned did not pre- 
|clude his basing his claim there- 
on. 

Remanded for trial accordingly. 
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and Agencies if it shall appear 
to the said Commissioner that 
the defendant should again be 
confined, he shall so report to 
the court which placed the said 
defendant under his supervision, 
and the court may order the de- | 
fendant again confined for such} 
period as it may direct. 

Should any person have been | 
committed aforesaid before | 











as 


indictment, the charges against | | 
| him 


shall be presented to the 
Grand Jury if the offense for 
which he is charged is an indict- 
able offense and if the Grand 
Jury fails to indict the said de- 
fendant, the defendant shall be 
released from custody. 

C Insanity 

When defendant pleads 
not guilty by reason of the fact | 
that he was suffering from a| 
mental disease or mental defect | 
and also joins 
defense or 








the 





be tried as if he entered such 
other defense or defenses only, 
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from such mental disease or 
mental defect at the time the of- 
fense was committed. If the ver- 
dict or finding be that the de- 
fendant was not suffering from 
such mental disease or mental 
defect at the time the offense 
was committed, the court shall 
sentence the defendant as pro- 
vided by law. If the verdict or 
finding be that the defendant 
was suffering from such mental 
disease or mental defect at the 
time the offense was committed, 
such finding shall be recorded as 
part of the verdict and the court 
shall direct that the defendant 
be confined in the state hospital 
or state institution for the crim- 
inal suffering from a mental dis- 


ease or mental defect, or if there | 
be no such state hospital or state | 


institution that he be confined in 


some other state hospital or state | 


institution for those suffering 
from mental diseases or mental 
defects. 


D Commitment and release 


A defendant committed to 
such state hospital shall not be 
released from confinement for at 
least two years, or for the maxi- 
mum time he could have been 
committed if such time is less 
than two years, and until the 
court which committed him or 
the Superior Court, shall after 
notice and hearing, find and de- 
termine that he no longer is suf- 
fering from such mental disease 
or mental defect. In such event 
such court (a) may continue de- 
fendant’s commitment in such 
state hospital for the balance of 
such maximum time (or such 
lesser time, provided the ensuing 
provisions of this sub-section are 
complied with as the court may 
determine) or (b) may release 
the defendant under the super- 
vision of the Commissioner of 
Institutions and Agencies upon 
such terms and conditions as it 
shall impose for a period not in 
excess of the maximum period 
for which the defendant could 
have been sentenced had he not 
been suffering from such mental 
disease or mental defect at the 


time the offense was committed. | 
During such period of supervision | 


by the Superintendent of Insti- 
tutions and Agencies if it shall 
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|appear to the said Superintend- 
}ent that the defendant should 
|again be confined, he shall so 
report to the court which placed 
the said defendant under his 
supervision, and the court may 
order the defendant again con- 
fined for such period as it may 
direct, but in no event shall such 
confinement be for a longer per- 
iod than the maximum time or 
a lesser period than the minimum 
time for which he could have 
been sentenced had he not been 
suffering from a mental disease 
or mental defect at the time the 
offense was committed. 

E Habeas corpus 

Nothing herein shall be con- 
strued to prevent the use of the 


| writ of habeas corpus. 


SCHEDULE “B” 

When a psychiatrist who 
has examined a _ defendant 
charged with crime testifies at 
the trial of such defendant 
concerning his mental con- 
dition at the time of the con- 
duct charged to constitute such 
crime, such psychiatrist shall 
be permitted to make a state- 
ment as to the nature of the 
examination, the diagnosis of 
the mental condition of the de- 
fendant, the physical and 
mental history of such de- 
fendant and the psychiatrist’s 
opinion as to the extent, if any, 
to which the capacity of the 
defendant to understand the 
nature and consequence of his 
act and the difference between 
right and wrong was impaired 
as a result of mental disease 
or defect at that time. Such 
psychiatrist shall be permitted 
to make any explanation rea- 
sonably serving to clarify his 
diagnosis and opinion as to 
the capacity of the defendant 
to understand the nature and 
consequences of his act and his 
capacity to understand the 
difference between right and 
wrong. Such psychiatrist may 
be cross-examined as any other 
witness. 

The foregoing does not of 
course change the test of legal 





sanity from that established by 
the M’Naghten Rule. It modifies 
the present rule of evidence 
|which limits the opinion of a 
psychiatrist with respect to the 
nature of the examination, diag- 
nosis, etc., to the question of 
punishment. Adoption of the 
foregoing would enlarge the fac- 
tual scope of the psychiatrist’s 





| not alter the basic test of sanity 
| under the M’Naghten Rule. 


M’Naghten Rule, the different | 
approaches have by no means/ure from the long established 


received universal approval. It is| 


an uncontroverted fact that with 
a departure from the standard 
of the M’Naghten Rule we enter 
a field where the variations and 
gradations can be so great that 
any actual practical test as a 
standard of determining legal 
responsibilty for crime becomes 
wholly unrealistic. Indeeed, the 
M’Naghten Rule itself, although 
simple in theory and concept, is 
far from that in practical appli- 
cation. Thus, despite the fact 
that the M’Naghten Rule is not 
beyond criticism (and no rule 
could be in this field) it is be- 
lieved to represent the most 
realistic and practical test of 
legal sanity to be used as a stand- 
ard for judicial determination 
which has yet been advanced. 

2. When the Committee met 
with representatives of the New 
Jersey Medical Society, includ- 
ing its president and others in- 
terested in this special field, and 
the subject matter was explored 
by them in some depth. it devel- 
oped that the principal criticism 
of the M’Naghten Rule was its 
effect on the question of admis- 
sable evidence. None of the doc- 
tors with whcm the Committee 
examined the matter advocated 
a different legal standard as a 
test of insanity. This was partic- 
ularly true when it was pointed 
out to the doctors that any other 
test must be the subject of a 
legal concept laid before the jury 
as the final arbiters of the facts. 
The present criticism of the 
doctrine was the inability of the 
psychiatrist to testify as to the 
nature and extent of his examin- 
ation, the diagnosis of mental 
illness if any, and such physical 
and mental history as influenced 
his opinion. If the doctors with 
whom the Committee met repre- 
sented the general opinion of the 
medical profession at least in 
this State, then it is fair to say 
that the recommendation above 
made would meet the primary 
objections presently existing 
against the M’Naghten Rule, so 
far as the medical profession is 
concerned. 

In the opinion of some mem- 
bers of the Committee, the fore- 
going modification of the M’- 
Naghten Rule goes as far in its 
practical application as any 
change should go. In the final 
analysis it will give the jury or 
the judge, should he be sitting 
without jury, ample opportunity 





in the light of expert testimony 


findings and testimony but would|to determine the legal guilt of 


the defendant with full consider- 
ation given to such scientific 


| The foregoing will find its sup- | knowledge as can be brought to 


port in two basic concepts: 


bear on the question of the de- 


1. Admittedly, a different legal | fendant’s mental condition and 
ltest of sanity other than the|at the same time hold before 


Rule 
universal 


M’Naghten would by 


means find 


| field. In the states where there 
has been a departure from the 





no} 
support | 
either in the medical or the legal | 


the trier of the fact the basic and 
fundamental test understandable 





to layman and judge alike. 

| SCHEDULE “C” 

| By the use of the pre-sentence 
| investigation and report in all 


| substantial capacity either to ap- 


that this is a dangerous depart- 


rules of evidence which have 
developed in Anglo-Saxon juris- 
prudence and which are based 
upon the principle that evidence 
of this type is not reliable in a 
trial held to determine the issue 
of guilt. 

It is respectfully submitted 
that the question of guilt or not 
should be determined by a hear- 
ing in which the rules of evidence 
are strictly applied and all evid- 
ence confined to that which is 
material and relevant to the 
question of guilt. Background in- 
formation at such time would 
only becloud the main issue. 

If such a trial results in a ver- 
dict of acquittal, the background 
evidence would have been im- 
material and its admission would 
have been a waste of everyone’s 
time. 

However, if the trial results in 
conviction, then and only then 
does the background material 
become important to the author- 
ity which determines the sen- 
tence. Such material should then 
be made available to that author- 
ity. 

It is, therefore, respectfully | 
recommended that in a case in| 
which the sentence is to be deter- | 
mined by the action of a jury, | 
the trial be held in two stages; a 
first stage in which only the 
question of guilt or innocence is 
determined; that if the degree 
of guilt is such that the death 
penalty is involved, then the 
same jury be retained and fur- 
ther evidence be submitted to it 
relating to the background, en- 
vironment, psychiatric history, 
and similar matters; and that 
such jury then again retire and 
determine whether or not mercy 
is to be recommended. 

It is suggested that in the long 
run this procedure would not 
impose an undue additional bur- 
den on juries. When they do not 
convict the trial would have been 
shorter by the elimination of 
such extraneous evidence. When 
there is a conviction, the total 
time of the trial would probably 
be the same, whether admitted 
in the one hearing or in the two. 

In any event, the jury which 
heard the evidence relating to 
guilt or innocence would have 
absorbed a great deal of infor- 
mation having a bearing upon 
punishment and it is, therefore, 
obviously eminently qualified to 
hear the further data and impose 
sentence. Such data _ should, 
therefore, be given to the same 
jury. 

SCHEDULE “D” 

The American Law Institute in 
its Model Penal Code dealing 
with the matter of criminal re- 
sponsibility recommends among 
others the following standard: 

A person is not responsible for 
criminal conduct if at the time 
of such conduct as a result of 
mental disease or defect he lacks 





preciate the criminality of his 
conduct or to conform his con- 
duct to the requirements of law. 

The terms “mental disease or 
defect” do not include an ab- 
normality manifested only by 
repeated criminal or otherwise 
anti-social conduct. 

This has been approved in the 
opinion of the U.S. Court of Ap- 
peals, Third Circuit, in the case 
of United States v. Currens, May 
1, 1961. As stated in the syllabus 
this case holds that giving of a 
charge on defendant’s criminal) 
responsibility in terms of the 
M’Naghten Rules, based primar- 
ily on the right-and-wrong tes: 
thereof, was prejudicial error 
and defendant was entitled to a 
new trial with question of his 
criminal responsibility submitted 
on basis of whether jury was 
satisfied that at time of commit- 
ting prohibited act defendant 
as a result of mental disease or 
defect, lacked substantial capaci- 
ty to conform his conduct to 
requirements of law he allegedly 
violated. 

The opinion dealt with what 
would be an acceptable charge on 
this basis and stated: 

“We are of the opinion that 
the following would be an ac- 
ceptable charge: ‘If you the 
jury believe beyond a reason- 
able doubt that the defendan* 
Currens, was not suffering from 
a disease of the mind at the 
time he committed the crimina! 
act charged, you may find him 
guilty. If you believe that he 
was suffering from a disease 
of the mind, but believe beyond 
a reasonable doubt that at the 
time he committed the criminal! 
conduct with which he i 
charged he possessed substan- 
tial capacity to conform his 
conduct to the requirements 
of the law which he is alleged 
to have violated you may find 
him guilty. Unless you believe 
beyond a reasonable doubt tha‘ 
Currens was not suffering from 
a disease of the mind or tha‘ 
despite that disease he pos- 
sessed substantial capacity tc 
conform his conduct to the 
requirements of the law which 
he is alleged to have violated 
you must find him not guilty by 
reason of insanity. Thus, your 
task would not be completed 
upon findings, if you did find 
that the accused suffered from 
a disease of the mind. He would 
still be responsible for his un- 
lawful act if you found beyond 
a reasonable doubt that at thé 
time he committed that act 
the disease had not so weak- 
ened his capacity to conform 
his conduct to the requirements 
of the law which he is alleged 
to have violated that he lacked 
substantial capacity to con- 
form his conduct to the re- 
quirements of that law. Thesé 
questions must be determined 
by you from the facts which 


(Continued on page 7, col. 1) 
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assured, so far as practicable. | 
that all relevant factors are be-| 
|fore the sentencing authority | 
| before sentence is determined 
and imposed. | 

By contrast, when the question | 
lis whether or not the death| 
; sentence should be imposed, it 
| has only been very recently that | 
information of the type custom- | 
arily included in the pre-sent- | 
ence report was made available} 
to the jury, which is the sentenc- | 
|ing authority. This lapse seems 
incredible. 

Now, by court decision, some of 
this background information and 
psychiatric history are permitted See ae “ie 
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you find to ‘be fairly deducible 
from the evidence in this case.” 
In this connection the opinion 
holds for the introduction of 
evidence to present to the court 
the entire picture of the defen- 
dant. As Judge Biggs sai 
“To achieve the n 
foundation to resolve the e 
issue of criminal respon 
it is necessary that the 
picture of the defendant be 
presented to the court and to 








the jury insofar as the rules 
of evidence will allow. The de- 
fendant’s entire relevant sym- 


ptomatology must be brought 
before the court and fully ex- 
plained. Such a course 
to the medical expert, the 
psychiatrist, his pees duty 
in the criminal 
The psychiatrist must ma see his 
contribution, from his know- 
ledge, experience and exarain- 
ations of the accused, in respect 
to his behavior. Mental illr 
resulting in criminal acts, is 
not a sudden growth, even if 
the prohibited conduct seems, 
at first sight. to be of a sudden, 
explosive nature. The way must 
be cleared in every case, in 
which the mental condition of 
the defendant is at issue, for 
the psychiatrist to explain the 
condition of the defendant to 


assigns 















the jury in understandable 
terms. Here, of course, the fun- 
damental problem is one of 
communication between the 
psychiatrist on the one hand 
and the judge and jury on the 
other. The atri of 
course, cannot ir the 


inner nature of the 


the same method that a Cc 
tive may employ to investigate 
a larceny. He can proceed to 


moaern 


be en 


employ a battery of 
tests, which need not 
erated here, which \ V 
objectively to det 

mental condition of 
cused. The results 

tests and his expert 
must be brought bef 
court and jury ina 
ful manner. The psy 
should not be asked o1 
mitted to answer the q 
‘Did the defendant, at 
he committed the act 
he is accused, know the c 
ence between right an 
or ‘Knowing the h 
unable, by reason al 
condition, to adhere to it?’ 


1uUMm- 





armine the 








Such questions, put in the 
course of a trial. are so vague 
as to be meaningless 1 







must permit 
to communicate 
of psychic realit 
and jury. The v ] 
technical knowledg 
medical witnesses res] 
the accused should be place 
before the court.” 





Henry R. Luce, Edito 
Publisher on May 1, 1958, 
—‘‘There is a hunger and thirst 
for the rule of law throughout 
the thinking part of the world.” 








CONNALLY AMENDMENT 

Your Committee, following its 
reappointment and continuation 
by resolution of the Association 
at its Annual Convention in May, 
1961, having carefully considered 
the task re-assigned to it of 
drafting specific substitutes for 
the Connally Amendment to the 
United States Declaration of Ad- 
herence to the World Court has 
concluded that: 

1. World tensions and interna- 
tional complications have been 
further intensified since this As- 
sociation met in May, 1961; and 
there have been constantly shift- 
ing alignments of the member 
nations to a degree obviously not 
completely apparent to those not 
engaged in international affairs. 

2. Substitutes for the Connally 
Amendment should be under- 
taken only in the light of com- 
plete awareness of all the impli- 
cations and national risks en- 
tailed under present and probable 
future conditions which this As- 
sociation clearly does not have 
and which are known to the 
United States Department of 
State and the United States 
Senate. 

3. That this Association should 
not project itself further into 
this field of delicate national and 
international relationships with- 
out complete understanding of 
the subject matter and the risks 
involved, any other course being 
irresponsible and_ potentially 
dangerous to our country. 

4. Of course, the United States 
favors the Rule of Law over the 
Rule of The Sword, but in view 
of the fact that the Eastern Pow- 
ers are not compulsory parties to 
the World Court, the safety of 
this country requires us to safe- 
guard ourselves from the com- 
pulsory jurisdiction of a World 
Court, which the East regards, 
not as an impartial instrument 
of justice, but as a means of at- 
taining its own governmental 
purposes. 

5. When your Committee, at 
the Association’s request, first 
undertook its sade of the Con- 
1ally Amendment, it gladly did 
so, feeling that a mere choice of 
words was involved. But the more 
the matter was studied, the more 
evident it became, in the light of 
the complexities of the present 
international situation, and of 
the series of similar amendments 

ntered into by other countries 
party to the World Court, 
any such amendment could, with 
safety to this country, only be 
properly suggested if the drafts- 
men had in mind all the com- 
pl exities of the present interna- 

1al situation, some of which 
in fact had not been made public 
by not only this country but the 
other world powers. Thus, for 
is Committee to — to re- 
the Connally amendment 
without a full knowledge ‘of the 
facts involved might endanger 
the country. It would therefore 
seem that, since the United 
States Department of State and 
the United States Senate are the 
best informed groups in this 
country of these world conditions, 
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both secret and open, and since 
such bodies are in an appropri- 
ate position to suggest changes 
in the Connally Amendment, any 
such change in the amendment 
should be left to these govern- 
mental bodies, who alone know 
the facts bearing thereon. 

This Committee, finding itself 
without sueaeton information to 
comply with the resolution under 
which it was appointed, and be- 
lieving that this Association 
should not take any action along 
the lines directed by the resolu- 
tion referred to, respectfully asks | 
to be relieved of the duty as- 
signed i to be discharged. 

The above report represents 
the opinion of the majority of 
the — committee. 

rgan R. Seiffert 
n of the Committee 

















CEERI LAW 

The Committee has conducted | 
a further study aa discussion of | 
the recommendations contained |! 
in the Supplemental Report on 
the Motor Vehicle Act of the pre- 
ceding Criminal Law Committee, 
based upon its final meeting on 


pe) 





June 15th, 1961. (See 84 NJ.LJ. 
399, July 27, 1961) 
This was re-affirmed and the 


Committe recommends the 
adoption of the Resolution at- 
tached here 

The Co 






mittee has also con- 
sidered and discussed the pro- 
visions of Assembly Bill #594 
introduced May 1, 1961, relating 
to granting certain privileges to 





merchants connection with 
suspected shop-lifters. 

The Committee was over- 
whernings opposed to the Bill 


t form and is invest- 
urther the constitution- 


in its pre 
igating 


eee 








ality of its provisions and poss- 
ible ways to revise the Bill -in 
order to meet the opposition 
raised by members of the Com- 
mittee. 
For the Committee, 
Paul T. Huckin, Chairman 
Resolution 
WHEREAS, the original Mo- 
tor Vehicle and Traffic Acts 
of the State of New Jersey, 
came existence in the 
year 1921; and 
W HEREAS, in the interven- 
ing 40 years, the operation of 
both pleasure cers and com- 
mercial motor vehicles has 
vastly nged so that such 
opera no longer be 
classed luxury or a privi- 
lege but rather has become a 
necessity in the life of the 
average citizen of this State; 
and 
WHEREAS, today a large 
segment o population of 
this State is Baap sey eines upon 
motor vehicles for transporta- | 
tion to and from their place of | 
emplo nt and in further-| 


ance of their 
businesses; and 


occ upations or 














WHERE AS due to such 
change the Motor Vehicle | 
and Tr iffic Acts have become | 
out-mode and require revi-| 
sions to present condi- | 
tions and icepts, 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT | 

RESOLVED, that the New | 
Jersey Bar Association | 
recommen to the respective ! 
houses of the New Jersey 
State Legislature that a com- 
mission be appointed to re- 





view and revise Title 39 of the 
Revised Statutes of New Jer- 
sey, so as to protect the rights 
of the individual as well as the 
general public: and be it fur- 
ther 

Resolved that a copy of this | 
resolution be sent to the Gov-| 
ernor of » State of New Jer- | 
sey, to the rie rernor-elect, to| 
the President of the New Jersey | 
State Senate, and to the| 
Speaker of the New Jersey | 
House of Assembly. | 

es (VER 40 YEARS EXPERIENCE ==" 
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RULES OF COURT 


This committee was appointed | 
in July of 1961. It met, organized 


! » 
| Communications from attor- 


neys in opposition to this amend- 
i'ment were received and consid- 


and designated Everett T. Den- | ered 


ning as its secretary. 


It was the consensus of the 
majority of the members of the 
committee that there should be 
a hiatus of rule changes point- 
ing towards a complete revision 
of the Rules of the Court in 1963. 
with the exception that in the 
interim only amendments to ex- 
isting rules deemed imperative 
for the purpose of administration 
of justice be considered. 


The consensus of the major- | 


ity of the committee was to the 
effect that the main object of 
this report be to place before the 


|members of the Association and 
| the Supreme Court Committee on 


Rules its views on the following 
Rules, and that they be discussed 


|thoroughly at the coming mid- | 


winter meeting in Atlantic City 
and be considered. The commit- 
tee is to meet during the months 


following the mid-winter meet- | 


ing and submit its final recom- 
mendations through the Associa- 
tion and the Supreme Court’s 
Committee on Rules in time for 
their consideration at the annual 
judicial conference and the As- 
sociation’s annual meeting in 
May. 

Rule 1:20-2 — 
ceived from a member of the 
New York Bar recommending 
abrogation or amendment to the 
Rules was studied, discussed and 
rejected. 


Rule 1:25-A — This Rule was! 


adopted by our Supreme Court 
to be effective September 11, 1961 
and in general it places a limita- 
tion upon attorneys or other per- 
sons acting for them to interview, 
examine or question any juror| 
with respect to the verdict or} 
deliberation of the jury except) 
on leave of Court. 

Communications from mem- 
bers of the Bar in opposition to 
this Rule were received and con- 
sidered. 

The consensus of the majority 
of the committee was that the 
application of the rule be given 
a fair test; that no position be 
taken thereon for one year. 

Rule 4:16-2 — This rule and 
the series of rules following it 
deal with the scope of examina- 
tion in discovery proceedings. An 
amendment to the rule by the 
Supreme Court to be effected 
September 11, 1961 gives plain- 
tiffs in negligence actions the 
right to require defendants to 
disclose policy limits; the dis- 
closure not to be used as evi- 
dence but “used solely for the 
gen of enabling the party 
to evaluate the advisability of 
making or accepting an offer of 


| settle ment.’ 


A proposal re- | 


It was the consensus of the 
|majority of the committee that 
| the Supreme Court reconsider 
this amendment and that it be 
eliminated from the rule. The 
committee suggests that in place 
of said amendment, an amend- 
ment be adopted by the Supreme 
Court to the effect that if at pre- 
trial or settlement conference 
the presiding Judge be of the 
opinion that the value of each 
ffirmative claim presented would 
exceed $10,000.00 said Judge 
should have the right to order 
Gefendants to disclose the 
amount of coverage. 

It was the committee’s views 
that since a Judge can now refer 
a case from the County or Su- 
perior Court to the District Court 
where it appears with reasonable 
probability that the ultimate re- 
covery in any action will not ex- 
ceed the jurisdiction of the Dis- 
trict Court (4:3-4a), the Judge 
should be able to determine that 
with reasonable probability a 
case will bring an ultimate re- 
covery of $10,000.00 or more. Fur- 
ther that since a very minute 
percentage of verdicts exceed 
$10,000.00 and general minimal 
insurance coverage for liability 
|is $10,000.00, there is no need for 
a blanket disclosure of coverage 
in all cases regardless of value 
thereof. 

Rule 4:23-1 et seq. — The com- 
mittee received a proposal that 
the present method of service of 
|interrogatories be changed; that 
consideration be given to compel 
|plaintiffs to furnish sworn an- 
| Swers to a uniform set of ques- 
‘tions to be required by an ap- 
|propriate rule, within 30 days 
|after the filing of the complaint, 
| without the necessity of service 
upon said plaintiff by the de- 
'fendant in a negligence action 
of a uniform set of interroga- 
tories as presently required by 
the rule; further that each de- 
fendant in such negligence ac- 
tions be required to furnish 
sworn answers to a set of ques- 


(Continued 0 on page 8, col. 1) 
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tions to be required by an ap-| 
propriate rule, with.n 30 days| 
after the filing of said defend- 
ant’s answer without the neces- | 
sity of service upon said defend- 
ant by adverse parties of a for- 
mal set of interrogatories. 

The committee discussed the 
proposal at great length. 

It was the consensus of the 
majority of the committee that 
the present administration of 
the rules concerning interroga- 
tories is bringing about a break- 
down of the effectiveness of the 
rule and the procedure as in-| 
tended thereby; that there is| 
need for correction in the pro-| 
cedures presently employed by| 
the Court. 

It was the thought of the com- | 
mittee that a poll of the opinions 
of all members of the Bar be} 
conducted either through the 
mails or through the medium of | 
the New Jersey Law Journal to 
determine whether the _ rules 
should be amended as proposed 
hereinabove. 

It was the consensus of the 
majority of the committee that 
following the mid-winter meet- 
ing and the discussion of the 
rules before the Supreme Court’s 
Committee on Rules, a more 
formative action thereon  per- 
taining to this rule be considered 
by the committee in time to pre- 
sent a formal proposal to the 
Judicial Conference and the an- 
nual convention of the Associa- 
tion in May. 

Rule 4:44 et seq. — These rules | 
generally pertain to the form of | 
records at trials and hearings on 
motions etc. 

It was the consensus of the 
majority of the committee that | 
a stenographic record be requir- 
ed of all proceedings in open 
re including calendar calls 

nd excluding only pretriz es con- 
i lea and settlement confer- 
ences. 

The committee is cognizant of 
the fact that 1 the administrative 
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| such 


|}such an 


jlaw 
| poena 


| posed to the rules 


'to court reporters concerning 
the necessity for transcription of 
certain of the proceedings in 
open court. The committee is 
also mindful of the fact that 
many of the assignment Judges 


| throughout this State do not re- 
| quire 


their court reporters to 
record the proceedings during 
the daily calendar calls and other 
phases of proceedings in open 
court. This has led to hardships 
and injustices. 

It was reported to the commit- 
tee that particularly in Essex and 
Union Counties the assignment 
Judges’ court reporters tran- 
scribe all such proceedings and 
that this procedure has proved 
helpful and has corrected any 
injustices and hardships. 

Rule 4:29.1 (b16) The com- 
mittee received a recommenda- 
tion that the words “where in- 
consistent therewith” be deleted 
from the first sentence in the 
unnumbered paragraph immedi- 
ately following the rule. 

The deletion of this would be 
to have the pretrial order com- 
pletely supercede the proceed- 
ings so as to require that trial 
court and counsel need only con- 
sult the pretrial order to define 
the issues involved in the litiga- 
tion instead of the present pro- 
cedure of having to examine the 
complaint, answer, pretrial order 
and such other proceedings as 
may be filed. 

It was the consensus of the 
majority of the committee that 
amendment is advisable 
in that it would tend to empha- 
size the need for greater care in 
the preparation of the pretrial 
order; that the pretrial confer- 
ence and pretrial order would 
become more effective and help- 
ful in the shortening of trials. 

The committee received a pro- 


| posal that consideration be given 


to the desirability of having the 
order of proof in interpleader ac- 
tions prescribed by a rule; that 
the present rules concerning in- 
terpleaders are deficient therein. 

The proposal was tabled for 
further study. 

The committee received a pro- 
posal that the Supreme Court 
adopt a rule similar to Rule 1:16- 
1 et seq. and 1:20-6 as to Com- 
mittee on unlawful practice of 
in each county with sub- 
power and the right to 
hold hearings at which a sten- 
ographer would record all of the 
proceedings toward the end that 
the work of the various counties 
and wrongful practice of law 
committees be rendered more ef- 
fective and potent. 

The consensus of the majority 
of the committee was that this 
was a good proposal and that it 
should be given favorable con- 
sideration by the Supreme Court 
Committee on Rules. A sub-com- 


mittee of the committee was 
designated to study all the 
amendments and changes pro- 


by our prede- 
cessor committees the report of 
this committee to be given fur- 


ther consideration at the Su- 
|preme Court meetings of the 
committee. 


Respectfully submitted 

Abraham I. Harkavy, 
Chairman 

Everett T. Denning, 
Secretary 
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event he died before all install- 
ments were paid. This contract 
also embodied provision that it 
was irrevocable and it conveyed 
a present equitable right to the 
widow as third-party benefici- 
ary which ripened into full own- 
ership of the balance due upon 
her husband’s death. 

Schulman v. Male (A-473-60, de- 
1961) 

Affirmed County Court judg- 
ment dismissing petition for 
total disability benefits sought 
from One Per Cent Fund, as bar- 
red by R.S. 34:15-95(c). The onset 
of a brain tumor antedated the 
final compensable accident of 
muscie strain in _ petitioner’s 
right thigh incurred while he 
was — ng on to tailboard of 
a truck, and it was the progress 
of the tumor subsequent to the 
accident that produced total and 
permanent disability. The evi- 
dence does not support a finding 
that total disability was a 
result of the muscle strain as re- 
quired by RS. 34:15-95(c), but 
rather that the pre-existing pro- 
gressive conditions independ- 
ently produced total disability 
Melicharek v. Hill Bus Co. (A- 
606-60, decided October 27, 1961) 

Rever: judgment of invol- 
granted at 
proofs and 
trial. As 


the 
Une 


smissal 
close of plaintiff’s 
remanded for a new 


bus approached bridge and ten- 
lis court four boys were stand- 
ing there with arms in throwing 
position and, as bus passed, it 
was hit by three stones and a 
fourth stone passed through 
open window and struck plain- 
tiff’s eye with resulting injuries. 


There was considerable evidence 
that similar occurrences in that 
area, While sporadic, were suffic- 
iently frequent to permit infer- 
ence that they amounted to a 
known practice. It was error 
to take the case from the jury 
since it could reasonably have 
yncluded that defendant had 
actual or constructive knowledge 
of hazard and did not use 
reasonable steps to protect pas- 
or that its driver ob- 
should have observed 
boys and did not use 
steps to prevent, or 
e danger. 
Bituminous Concrete Co. v. 
Manzo Contracting Co. ae. (A- 
276-60 decided November 2, 1961) 
Affirmed Chan. Div. order ad- 
judging defendant in contempt 
of interim restraint previously 
issued by that court against his 
interfering with plaintiff's lease- 


tne 


sengers, 
served or 
the four 

able 


the 


reason 
warn of, 


hold rights to use grounds and 
roads where its asphalt plant is 
located. There is no merit in 
defendant’s criticism of clarity 
of the restraint against its ex- 
cavating the roading. While 
plaintiff’s petition and affidavit 


regarding the alleged contempt 
did not specifically refer to de- 
fendant’s alleged excavation of 
roadway on particular day in- 
volved, defendant was expressly 
apprised of incident involved by 
the attorney’s argument at the 
hearing and it was allowed suf- 
ficient time to prepare defense 
before adjourned hearing. 
State v. Cavanna et als (A-744- 
59, decided November 3, 1961) 
Affirmed convictions of two of 
five defendants convicted of lot- 
tery conspiracy, N.J.S. 2A:121-3. 
Five defendants were arrested 
in Newark lottery raid and 19 
days later two of them were ar- 
rested in North Bergen lottery 
raid. Receipt of the evidence of 
the North Bergen raid and 
court’s charge instructing jury on 
what grounds it might use North 
Bergen incident to indicate con- 
spiracy by all defendants were 
as to the three not 
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present there, where there was 
no direct evidence of such a 
conspiracy, and the convictions 
of those three are reversed and 
their case is remanded for new 
trial. But no error was thereby 
committed as to the two who 
were actually picked up in the 
North Bergen raid. 

Venuto v. Lubik Oldsmobile, Inc. 
(A-535-60, decided October 26, 
1961) 

Affirmed Law Div. judgment 
for defendant in action where 
plaintiff, business invitee, walked 
into large panel of clear plate 
glass which formed part of one 
of the “interior and exterior 
walls” of auto sales showroom. 
While portions of the charge, 

ating that requested charges 
were correct law but that court 
wouldn’t say whether they fitted 
facts of this case, were erroneous 
and violated court’s obligation 
to instruct jury clearly i 
rules of law by which 
dence 
= ry 


the evi-| 


to determine the issues, 


is 


in those | 


> is to be examined and the] |lute discretion 


Prosecutor's Death- 
Penalty Argument 
Causes Reversal 


Sacramento, Calif. (ACCN)— 
For the fourth time the Supreme 
Court of California has saved 
Albert Ernest Love from San 
Quentin’s gas chamber to which 
he was sentenced three years-ago 
for the murder of his wife. The 
court in a 5-2 decision held that 
the trial tribunal erred in per- 
mitting the prosecutor to argue 
the deterrent effect of the death 
penalty to the jury. The majority 
opinion was written by Associate 
Justice Roger J. Traynor. 

“In the present case,” Justice 
Traynor’s opinion declared, “the 
prosecutor went beyond merely 
urging severe punishment. He 
stated as a fact the vigorously 
disputed proposition that capital 
punishment is a more effective 
deterrent than imprisonment.” 

The opinion added that “the 
legislature has left to the abso- 
of the jury the 
fixing of the punishment for first 


still proofs reveal no reasonable | degree murder. There is thus n 


basis upon 


plaintiff could have been justi- | 


fied. 
Schwartz v. Zulka et als 
60, decided November 2, 1961) 

Full digest on page 2. 
Amsterdam et al v. De Paul (A- 
367-60, decided November 6,| 
1961) 

Full digest on page 1. 
Saiauski v. Department Stores 
Properties, Inc., et al (A-313-60, 
decided November 6, 1961) 

Full digest on page 2. 
Sweeney v. Veneziano (A-1-59, 
decided November 3, 1961) 

Full digest on page 3. 

In re Estate of Arbuckle (A-305- 
60, decided November 3, 1961) 
Fill digest on page 2) 


SUPERIOR COURT 

CHANCERY DIVISION 
Norwood v. 
Norwood v. Block 35, 
(Bergen Co. F-3478-59, F-38-60, 
decided November 2, 1961) 

Denied motion to dismiss com- 
plaint, which motion was based 
on contention tt 
set forth in tax foreclosure list, 
which appears in both the com- 
plaint and advertised notice, are 
not the names of persons yr 
were, or are, the owners of 
properties in question, the not a 
given by borough fails to 
ply statutory 
of 
Act, N.J.S.A. 54:5-104.29. Since 
correct names of owners appears 
in the transferee list of the com- 
plaint and the names set forth in 
the tax foreclosure list are those | 
which appear on the last tax| 
duplicate for 1960, the statutory | 
requirements are satisfied. Also, 
if intervenor wishes to 
propriety of borough’s notice he 
must show that he is ready 
willing to redeem the property 
if the true owners cannot. 
Spiotta v. Milkon et als (Essex 
County, C-2908-58, decided Oc- 
tober 30, 1961) 

In action seeking specific per- 
formance of escrow agreement 
as successful bidder for 28,000 
shares of bank stock against de- 
fendant escrowee and four other 
individual parties to the agree- 
ment, held the agreement was 
nudum pactum. Parties placed 
the 28,000 shares in escrow 
purpose of selling them as a unit, 
and agreement allowed any of 
the parties the right of first 
refusal to meet, within 


with requirement 


Block 34, Lot 373, | 
Lot 315) 


the In Rem Tax Senociiaese'| 1 
lall its 


for | 


15 days} 


(A-195- | 


| 
| 


} 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


|al (Middlesex County 


at since names|for defen 


| wrongfully 
| his claim and the employer with 


com- |’ 
} nas 


| 


attack | 
The 
and |the right upon a member to en- 
,| force arbitration, nor did it spe- 
| cifically 





|of such offer, 


| 
| 


| der 


which a verdict for|/egislative finding, and it is not 


a matter of common Knowledge 
that capital punishment is or is 
not a more effective deterrent 
than imprisonment. 

“Since evidence on this ques- 
tion is inadmissible, argument 
thereon by prosecution or de- 
|fense could serve no useful pur- 
| pose, is apt to be misle ading, and 
is therefore improper.” 








any - bona fide of- 
fer for the stock. But right of 
first refusal eerie is too in- 
definite to encompass a bidding 
ituation or to give an absolute 
right to purchase the escrow 
shares by the party to the agree- 
nent who first exercised the 
right of first refusal by meeting 


| the offer. 


SUPERIOR COURT 
LAW DIVISION 
Donnelly v. United Fruit Co., et 
, L-3629-58, 
cecided Nove 961) 


Granted 


:mber 7, 1 
psig! judgment 
plaintiff’s for- 
mer employer ana the union of 
which he is a former member, in 
action in which plaintiff had 
charged both defendants with 
refusing to arbitrate 


1S 


wrongful discharge. Plaintiff 
no cause against the Union 
as he is jointly responsible with 
members for the group 
action, and in joining the Union 
he agreed to its objects and sub- 


| mitted himself to its powers. Un- 


terms of the collective bar- 
gaining agreement involved 
there was no absolute obligation 
| by Union to prosecute to arbi- 
| tration Plaintiff's grievance. 
agreement did not confer 


state or imply that it 


was made for his benefit. 
COUNTY COURT 
LAW DIVISION 
Ermola vy. Hudson Paint and 
Varnish Co. (Essex Co. A-5542, 
decided June 30, 1961) 
Full digest on page 3. 








WILLIAM T. ARD, Mer. 
Appraisal Dept. 
THE BOYLE COMPANY 
Real Estate Since 1905 
355 Jersey Ave. Eliz. 3-4200 

















Courts. 
Standing. 
Courts. 


Trenton. 


NATIONAL NEWARK & 
ESSEX BLDG., 
NEWARK 2, N.J. 
_Telz ‘MArket 3- 2200 — 





Prompt—Accurate—Reasonable 
ABSTRACTS or proceedings in Superior and United States 


CERTIFICATES of regularity of proceedings or corporate 
SEARCHES in Superior Court of New Jersey and United States 


INFORMATION and forms in any of 


THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE & ABSTRACT CO. 


the departments at 


TRENTON TRUST BLDG. 
TRENTON 8, N.J. 
Tel. EXport 6-8439 









































Ss 














84 J. L. J Index Page 601 


NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 16, 1961 


Page Nine 

















LEGAL NOTICES 


Hudson Bar Officers 
Nominated 





MONMOUTH CUURT 


LAW 


COUNTY 
DIVISION 
11654 
TION 

M » 


DOCKET Nv. 
CIVIL 
nN AL J 


The nominating committee of ci 
the Hudson County Bar Associ- | 
ation has submitted the follow- 
ing slate of officers for 1962: 









m 
HE 'R INE. 





AT 
INSK 








mother 


Pres., Hon. James Rosen her 
lst V.P., Annamarie V. Paterno were 


2nd VP., Robert H. Wall 
Treas., Alex R. De Sevo 
Secy., Isidore Hornstein 
Trustees - Hon. A. Alfred Fink, 






















Francis X. Fahy and Samuel W. | 
Zerman. 
LEGAL NOTICES 
NUTICH 
VO WHOM IT MAY CON ERN 
TAKE NUTICE sat n l iby 14 
jO1, at 9:3U Oclock in th i at the 
New 





ARUOLE 
NNE 


> 
FRANCIS, ( 
and AVDRIE 


n of 
LTTA J. 
RANCIS 
RANCIS, 

ANTHUNY P. 






























































CUNCETTA J J ANDA 
aud CAROLE r Pet at 
ISCHETTI 6 $8.46 
ANNE FR = = os 
ANTHONY : ; . 
ae NOTICE OF APPLICATION 
FOR CHANGE OF NAMI 
rAKE NOTI ICE that Phursd 
r 14, 1961 0 0 
we I Kostiewict 
aa Essex County 
Dated: November 1461 rea Newark, Nev 
STATE OF LILLIAN 8S. BRIDGEMAN, eiitcas : weep -eene Ss wb t 
deceased. s Joseph Kobech and Mary re 
Pursuant to the order of yg H. ' 
WIENER, Surrogate of the Cou of Easex, | H 
tuis day made on the applic m of the | wry CH 
rsigned. Executors of sa deceased, | So 
e ils bereby given to the creditors of | , 
se leceased to exhipit w the subse ribers, oe ‘ 
or affirmation, “ir . \' > “i ~ . 
23 dD 7 $12.60 
“ » f from \ NOU I ‘ g 
recovering the same against the x ¢ ( ( r 
PETER BRIDGE New r 14 
JOHN R. BRIDG 1:30 AM aut 
MOORE & PHILLI ssu y 
Street s Ve 
N. J DONALD V OVSKY 
9, 16, 23, 30 7 S \ IVSKY 
=e Us M 
Dated: O ¢ t 
STAT OF ALBER BUT N kas Ss 
to the order DAVID H No 2 ) 7 $9.45 
Surrogate of the ( at 
8, 1961 
DAVID “"E: 


y of Essex, 
ion of the 
said deceased. 
the creditors of 
subscriber, 
ir claims and 
of said deceased 
date, or they 
r ‘uting or 
»seriber. 





f said deceased 
. OF they wiil 
: r 


























‘H 
f Essex, 
of the 
deceased, 


DAVID. 
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wpa tors of 














p N b 19, 1961 
OHNILAGHT d aed 


SOMEONE 





d. 
order of DAVID H 
LOCATED? alt ed 
he application of the 
e of 


said deceased, 
the ereditora of 
the subscriber 





RACERS CO. OF AMERIGA 









th or affirmation. their claims and 
te against the estate of said deceased 
513 MADISON AV., M.Y. 22, M.Y. hin six months from this date, or they 
i. be forever barred from prosecuting or 
overing the me against the subscriber. 
| ¥ ‘-E FESSLI 











HARD O71 
“Noy. 16. 23. 30. Dec. 7. 14 
Da ve ), 1961 
DITH S. ROELL, deceased 
the order of DAVID 4H. 
te of the County of Essex, 


application of the 
of said 
to the 
to the subscriber, 


on the 
Exec utrix 








TRUST FUNDS 























tion, their claims and 
said deceased 
date, or they 
prosecuting or 
> § the subscriber. 

EKS MOSIER » Dinnin) 

rALMAGE, Att 
Blow oe ‘J 
Pes L.J Nov. 16, 2 30, De« 7. 14 

Annum Dinaiae: SG 
ANNA M BEDI LL, deceased 

to the order of DAVID H 


Dividends Compounded 
lolTelal tata 


of the County of Essex, 
yn the application of the 
inistrator of said deceased. 

to the creditors of 
i the subscriber. 
their claims and 
of said deceased 
. or they 











ESTATE OF HARRY KAPLAN, deceased. 
I’ 





suant to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER. Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 


andersi gned, Executrix of said deceased. 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of said 


SAVINGS and | cote or a@iematicn. " thett "claims and de. 


mands against the estate of said 

within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subecriber. 

MARY GLICK KAPLA 

ROTHSCHILD & ROTHSCHILD, 
| 744 Broad Street 
Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J.—Wov. 9. 16, 


LOAN ASSOCIATION 
120 So. Orange Ave. 
Newark 3, N. J. 


“Attorneys 





23. 30. Dec. 7 
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THE HOW “AR D SAVI NGS INS STITUTION |. 
JOHN F CONNOLL r, Attorney 
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LEGAL L NOTICES 


= OF NEW JE = 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
SKRTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To 4 whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 





ROYAL CROWN HOSIERY COMPANY, INC. 
a corm i this State, whose principal 
office ated at No. 951 Broad Street, 
in the of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Helen Cote 


being the agent therein and in charge tliereof, 
upon: whom process may be served). haa 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General. of Revi Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Ilo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Eizshth day of November, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissulution of said cor- 





boration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid ga yo on file 
in my said office as provided 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, J 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Eighth day of November, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 
L.J Nov. 16, 
STATE OF NEW a 
DEPARTMENT OF STAT 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 


Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 






by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
TWO BRIDGE REALTY CO., INC 
ation of this State, whose principal 
. 1 at No. 744 Broad Street, 
i he ¢ f Newark, County of Essex, 
State New Jersey (I. Arthur Levy 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations. General, of sed tutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Io Hereby 
— that the said Lib gens did, on the 
Ninth day of November, 961, file in 
my office a duly executed and sauna consent 





in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record | 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. | 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 | 
have hereto set my hand and af- | 
fixed my official seal. at ‘reuton 
this Ninth day of November, A.D, 
me thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-one 
EDWARD J PATTEN, | 
Secretary of State 
‘ov. 16, 23, 30 $21 60 | 
STATE OF NEW 





DEPARTMENT 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLU TION 

all to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting: 
WHBEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
duly authenticated record of the proceed 
for the vwluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of al! the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
PLEASANTDALE BAKER) IN¢ 
r tion of ti ; ‘ principal 


Street, 


To 


by 
ings 





\ a 
Newark, ¢ t Essex, 
Jers Irving NPuIgibatita 
bei ing the agent the vale and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 





complied with the requirements of Title 14, | 


General, of Revised Statutes 
preliminary to the 
of Dissolution. 
the Secretary of 
Ibo Hereby 
on the 
in 


Corporations, 
of New Jersey. 
of this Certificate 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, 
State of the State of New Jersey, 
Certify that the said ereneage did, 


fenth , \ } 


issuing 


1961, hie 











LEGAL NOTICES 





STATE OF NEW 3s _— tf 
DEPARTMENT OF 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

BOBKER BEARING COMPANY 
TRENTON, INC. 
of this State. whose 


OF 


a corporation principal 


office is situated at No. 248 Central Avenue, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Jack Bobker 


being the agent therein and in charge erent, 
upon: whom process may be served). ha 

complied with the requirements of Title it, 
Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. lho Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-seventh day of October, 1961, file in 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said couseut and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 





in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed mv official seal. at Trenton 
this Twenty-seventh day of October, 

(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-one, 
Secretary of State 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

LJ Nov. 16, 23, 30 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ait to whom these presents may come, 
Greetin, 
WHDPREAS, It appears to my eatisfaction, 
y authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 





holders. deposited in my office that 
MOR sippshias LUMBER & SUPPLY CO. 
) f t whose principal 
at 5th Street, 
¢ of Essex, 





V yt 

New d T. Morbach 
being the agent therein and in charge no 
upon whom process may be served). 


| complied with the requirements of Title it. 


Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Third day of November 1961, in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my = office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1] 
set my hand and af- 


file 


have hereto 


fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Third day of November, 
(Sea b IDD., one thousand nine hundred 
na ixty-oné 
Ww. ARD J “PATTEN, 
Secretaru of State 
] \ 1 a2 0 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


OF INSSOLUTION 
these preaenta may come, 


CERTIFICATE 
whom 


To all to 
Greeting: 
WHER appears to my satisfaction, 

ed record of the proceed- 









by duly 1 

ings for the untary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

ZIEGEL. EISMAN & CO 

. : : Reet " 
fl N ris S et. 
“ae City of Newark. County of Bese. 
State New Jersey Henry Ist ith 


being the agent therein and in praatnn ‘thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the iesuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 








my office a dake erected poe attested consent | y;,4) eX 1961. file : 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | : fil 1 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | my yaliiens a duly enna pour attested consent 
thereof, which said cousent and the record | !m writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | Poration, executed by all the stockholders 
in my said office as provided by law. | thereof, which said consent and the record 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1] | ©f the proceedings aforesaid are ge on file 
have hereto set my hand and af: | in my said office as provided by 
fixed mv official seal. at Trenton. IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
this T esi iia A_D.. | have hereto set my hand and af- 
(Seal) aes th cen -iahea piel fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
xty- | Ninth day rf November 
E pW AR D J. PATTEN } (Seal) <A.I?., thonsand nine hundred 
Secretary of State. | and sixty-one 
BJ Nov, 16. 23. 3 1.60 | EDW ARD J. PATTEN, 
bs weal) Secretary of State. 
FE.J v. 16. 2 ( $21.60 
ESSEX COUNTY ITURI dicing 
Law DIVISION | 
| STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
Wt DG MES | DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
FOR CHANGE OF NAME CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
; : ‘ ; To all to whom these presents may come, 
IN THE MATTER OF AN AP- ) Greeting: 
PLICATION BY ‘AR OL JUNE ) | WHBEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
MAR, MAMIE Mz AR HERBERT ) | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
MAR, Infants by th , ) | Ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
AND NATURAL GUARDIAN E ) | by the unanimous coneent of all the stock- 
MON ENG ro meee : > ) | holders, deposited in my office that 
NAMES OF CAROL JUNE ENG ) LEEDICK INVESTMENT CO 
MAMIE ENG and HERBERT ENG.) | corp EEDICK INVESTME: 
CAROL JUNE MAR, MAMIE MAR and! vf s it 
HERBERT nfants by tl ral | iz : ach 
r jay | >*8 " ' 
tting | being the agent therein oni in pent thereof, 


Ts, 


2 to ass 
Mamie E ng | 


ewark, 























ar id | upon whom process may be served). 
it 


bas 


| complied with the requirements of Title 14, 


me Corporations, General, 





Dae to the 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
hee that the said corporation aia. on the 
Se 1 November 1961, file in 
my prone a oe executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 


| of New Jersey. 


ef poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said couxent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 














{n my raid office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! 
bave hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
t ud y of Nov ber, 
Seal) thousand nine h 
ne 
PATTEN. 
f State 
J N 2 ) $21.60 
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 
TAKE Rapa es that 
iy t lissex 








l4th d 
sia ais tor 
re at + 
a oan - 
rsuant fe 
- : t led 
i tie and provided | ; 7, + 
ROGER M. YANCEY | OLIMPIO DOMENICO PARACHINI 
Judge | 19 Shephard P 5 
On Motion of Nutley, New Jersey 
DAVID B. & MOF SILVER VICTOR R USKIN. 
Attorneys aintiffs Atterney fe I 
By MO 921 He 
A Member } Jersey 
L.J.—-Nov. 16 $12.42! LJ Dec. 7 $13.23 











NEW JERSEY, 
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LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY | Take Notice that the undersigned will 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF DEPARTMENT OF STATE apply to the Middlesex County Court, at the 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE. UF DISSOLUTION DISSOLUTION Court House, New Brunswick. New Jersey 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To a to whom 

ree 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
bs duly authenticated record of the proceed- 

for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


a whom these presente may come, 
re 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


these presents may come, 


WERNER ELECTRONICS, INC. IMAGINATION 
a corporation of this State, whose principal | a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 40 Kent Street, | office is situated at No. 15 Main Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, | in the City of Hackensack, County of Bergen, 
State of New Jersey (Walter J. Hoeckele| State of New Jersey (Walter H. Jones 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | peing the agent therein ¢ and in charge thereof, 


upon whom process may be served). has 


be rved), has 
complied with the requirements of Titie 14, | UY) Sere area ine s 


whom 
complied with the require ments of Title 14, 


Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | (:, tions. General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing of Now Somer. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificete of Dissolution. of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, the Secretary of NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


SS 
of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby Ibo Hereby 


State 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Second day of November, 1961, file in 
ms office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration. executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
uf the proceedings aforesaid a now on file 
in my said office as erent law 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 


State of the State of New Jersey. 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Thirty-first day of October, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the 
thereof, which said cousent and tle se 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on 
in my we office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 








have hereto set my hand and af- have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Second day of November, A.D. - ee 

LS eg pe - - 4 this Thirty-first day of October, 

Seal) ed thousand nine hundred and | (geal) At. sigue Ehoneand aikin dnnanen 
: AR Tepes and sixty-one 
cee sate TEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

State 

i..J.—Nov. 9. 16, 23 821.601 ty Noy 1828 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE STATE OF gy ag et § 

Sto whew thoes prevents wen CERTIFICATE, OF DISSOLUTION 
0 a 0 w se presente may come, 7 
Greeting: ” 4 *! To all to whom these presenta may come, 





Greeting: 

WHDREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
jam for the voluntary dissolution thereof | 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


WHDPREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 











THE NEW MONTEREY, INC H DESIGN DYNAMICS, INC, 
a corporation of this State, whose principal | a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No ©. Box 406, in the | « ffice is situated at No 1S Main Street, | 
City of Asbury Park ounty of Monmouth, n 1 the City of Hac kensack. County of Bergen, 
State of New Jerse (James D Carton, | State of } ‘ew Jerse (Walter H. Jones 
Jr., 601 Bangs Ave Asbury Park, N.J. | 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | upon whom process may be served). 
upon whom process may be served). has | complied with the requirements of Title if, 


: | eine the agent therein and in charge ee. 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, of Revised Statutes 


Corporations, General, 


Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the | Tiirty-first day of October, 1961, file in 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 


Thirty-tirst day of October 1961 file in } 

: in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
my office a duly executed and attested consent | poration, executed by all the stockholders 
in writing to tte dissolution of cof- | thereof, which said cousent and the record 


poration, executed by all the stockholdere on file 
thereof, which said consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1! 













stockholders | 


to w 


ing: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
rd of the proceed- 
| ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


by duly authenticated reco 


| halders, deposited in my office that 


hom these presents may come, 


CERTIFICATE OF 
77 hom these presents may come, 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
hy duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolutiun thereof 


to w 


holders, deposited 


ELITE MILLS, INC. RUTHERFORD TERMINAL CORP. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal |a corporation of this State, whose principal 
| office is situated at No. 136 Washington | office is situated at No. 80 Doremus Avenue, 
Street, in the City of Paterson, County of |in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
Passaic, State of Jersey (Abram Waks|State of New Jersey (Bernard Mindes 





being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I. 
State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 

| Twenty-third day October, 1961, 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
| in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 


of 


poration, 
| thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are 3 on Ble 
fn my said office as provided by 








has 


the Secretary of now, 


file in 


executed by all the stockholders 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of vised Statutes 
prelimina to the issuing 
ificate of tion 
THEREFORE, I,_ the Becretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Ibo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-fourth day of October, 1961, 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
therect, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid “| — on file 
in my os office as provided 















| IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- | wt hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, | fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Twenty-third day of October, | this Twenty-fo of October, 

(Seal) A.D one t yuusand aine hundred | (Seal) AD:. t nine hundred 
arid one and sixty-one 
I DW. AR D J. PATTEN EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State Secretary of State 

L.J 2, 9. 16 $21.60 | L.J.—Nov. 2. 9, 16, 23 $28.35 
STATE OF NEW JEKSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF sTA DEPARTMENT OF STATE | 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF INSSOLUTION 

| To all to whom these presents may come, | TO all to whom these presents may come, 

| Greeting Greeting 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 















by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
| holders. deposited in my office that 
| EPRESENTATIVES, INC 

a t State whose principal 

ffi ‘ 31 Park Street, in 
tr ( ity of Essex, 
Sta ‘ re] (4 Buermann 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). bas 
cemplied with the requirements of Title 14. 
| Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
U New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
; of this Neate of Dirsolution 
| NOW, REFOR! I, the Secretary of 
| State of the State of New Jereer, lio Hereby 
Certify that the sald corporation did, on the 
[wenty-third dar of October, 1961, file in 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 





in writing to the dis ition of said cor- 
| poration, executed by all the stockholders 
| thereof, which said cousent and the record 
ef the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1] 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
} fixed mv official seal. at Trenton, 
this Twe day of October, 
Seal) A.D yu d nine hundred 
and sixty one. 
EDWARD J EATTEN 
Secretary of t 
L.J Nov. 2. 9, 16 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW ert 
DEPARTMENT OF STA 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presente may come, 


Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
bys duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


Te aay TESTIMONY. “WHEREOF, 3 Seed mer ofc ‘seal. at Trenton. 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
have hereto set my hand and af- this Thi rty-first day of October, | 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. | (Seal) A.D thousand nine hundred 
P and -one 
this Thirty ‘first day of October, ac reaanietere 
Seal) A.D e ousand nine hundred EDW. ait : mae ia 
and sixty-one | - 9 1R 92 ‘ ¢ 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, — sc thee a 
Secretary of tate | 
L.J.—Nov. 9, 16, 23 $21.60 | ATE OF NEW JERSEY 
——— teenie DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
= > NEW . . CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
5 Be Me | tio; es to whom these presents may come, | 
ae enaren ee eS! jreeting: 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION WHBPREAS. 1 is 
. . y) . It appears to my satisfaction. 
Oe whom these presents may come, | 1. auiy authenticated record of the proceed- 
Sey Ali . ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. |, the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | }),)jera, deposited in my office that 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof \ ASSAR KNITWEAR. INC 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- Pehle eketace nae, iekiniia’ 
holders, deposited in my office that mis state, ‘whose principat 
at N 15 Exchange Place, 
‘ity, County of Hudson, 









JAME Ss oR 









a CORMDOr AL rincipal |S (The Corporation Trust 
the B -A ss " om - Of B in} ¢ agent therein and in| { 
4 3orough ot a o er- i ¢ whor process . eo 
gen, State of New Jersey (James R. Dee! H 4 on 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | 0 vised | 
upon whom process may be served). haa | Ss the | 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, | i | 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | Sec retary of | 
of New Jersey, preliminary td the issuing | : . Do Hereby | 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. | tion did, on the 

NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of | 961, fil in 





State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby my office a duly executed and attceten te 



























Certify that the said corporation did, om the | 11° writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
Thirty-tirst day October, 1961, file in| poration, executed by all the er 
, = ttested consent | thereof, which said cousent and the recor 
my oes 4 duly exceuted and acterted coteen! | aa the prncectinge aforesaid are-now om Sl 

poration, executed by all the stockholders | in my said office as provided by . 
thereof, which said consent and the record IN TESTIMONY WHEREOR. a 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | have hereto set my hand and af- 
in my said office as provided by law. | fixed my ne seal. at Trenton, | 
IN “TESTIMONY  WHEREOF, 1 this First day of November, | 
have hereto set my hand and af- | (Seal) A.D., th ueand: nine hundred | 
fixed my official seal. st Trenton, and sixty-on | 
this Thirty-first day ff October, EDWARD J. PATTEN 
. 1) natiga gt asst ghee ror Secretary of State 
Sea A # — jusand nine hundred rz Nov. 9. 16. 23 $21.60 
LDW AnD J. PATTEN = or Ree . pistes a aa 
Secretaru of te. "ATE OF NEW JERSEY 
LJ Nov. 9, 1 23 $21.60 DEP ARTMENT OF STATE 
i re | CERTIFICATE OF FILING OF CONSENT 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY BY STOCKHOLDERS TO DISSOLUTION | 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE To all to whom thease presents may come, | 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | Greeting 
A eee these presents may come, WHEREAS, It appears to my i. | 
STECEIRG « by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. ines for the voluntary. dissolution " thereot | 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- deposited in my office, “thar the 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof STANDARD LEASING CORPORATION 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- BaP S SIE Bae" e | 
holders, deposited in my office that " a | 
‘ ry-ROSE a 





ate of New Je o icker 
being the agent therein and in charge therect, 


this St 








ty of Passa upon whom process may be served), has come- | 
" Ne Jers plied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of vised Statutes, 


being the agent therein and in charge pene. preliminary to the issuing 


upon: whom process may be serv of aed Certificate 








A that such consent has n ed. 
emotes whh the sentient we ase, | _SOW THEREFORE, 1, EDWAED J. Pat. 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the iseuing | 1F-N. Secretary of State of the State of 
of this Certificate of Diseolution. | New Jersey. Do Hereby Certify that the 
NOW, THEREFORE, 1. the Secretary of | @id corporation did, on the Thirty-first 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | Jy of October, 1961, file in my office a duly 
Certity that the said corporation did, on the | *Xecuted and attested consent in writing to 
| the dissolution of said corporation, executed € 
Thirty-tirst day of October, 1961, file in| by more than two-thirds in interest of the | ' 
stockholders thereof, which said certificate | 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 


in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | and the record of the proceedings aforesaid | 



















poration, executed by all the stockholders | are how on tile in my said office as provided | 
thereof. which said cousent and the record | by las 
of the proceedings aforesaid are «= on file | IN. TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
in my said office as provided by | have licreto set my hand and af- 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, J fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
have hereto set my hand and af- | this Thirty-first day of October, | 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. (Seal) A.D., one + den nine hundred and 
this Thirty-first day of October, | sixty-one. ‘i ey 
(Seal) A.D... one thousand nine hundred | nara J be ATTEN 
and sixty-one | ; Secretary of State. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. L.J.—Nov. 9, 16, 23 $21.60 
Secretary of State. 
L.J Nov. 9, 16, 23 $21.60 | ESSE = Cou “+ TY COURT 
j igh NO 
Dated: October 24, 1961 i x “tior 
ESTATE OF FLOYD E. BECKER, Sete ased. | NOTICE oF 4 ‘HANG E OF NAME 
Pr t the order of DAVID H. 
> minty of Essex.| IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICA- ' 
ation of the | TION OF GEORGE KING HALICKMAN 
deceased. | FOR LEAVE TO ASSUME THE NAME 
creditors of | OF GEORGE K. WELLINGTON 





said deceased subseriber, | ° 
on the 7th of Decem- 


under oath or : claims and; Take notice that day 

demands against the estate said deceased ick 1961 at 9:30 A.M. in the forenoon, 
within six months from this date, or they | George King Halickman, shall apply to the 
will be forever barred prosecuting or] Essex County Court, at Essex County Court 
recovering same aga the subseribers. | House, Newark, New Jersey for a judgment 





authorizing him to assume the 
az. vba ea 

CLIVE S. CUMMIS 

23 Fulton Street 

Newark, New Jersey 

Attorney for Petitioner IN 
L.J.—Nov. 16, 23, 30 $15.75 | 1 





JANET BERTHA BECKER 
THE NATIONAL NEWARK 
BANKING COMPANY 
Soons & Soons, Attorneys 
744 Broad St. 
Newark a Fs 
L.J.—Nov. 2. 9. 


name George 
AND ESSEX | 
OF NEWARK 


16, 23. 30 


Lo gwne hel /j=4- 
y. ss: 


holders, deposited in my office that 
NINETY SIX-EIGHT singe AND. INC. 
ratior f this St principal! 
it N 1 Square, in 
Cc Hudson 





State -rsey Horowitz 


being the agent therein and in os thereof, 


upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 


Corporations, General, of Revi Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 


NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
oe that the said corporation did, on the 
Twentieth day of Oct 1961, file in 


»ber, 


my office a duly executed and attested consent | ; 
cor- | 
the stockholders | 


in writing to the dissolution of said 
poration, executed by all 
thereof, wh said cousent and the record 


| of the proceedings aforesaid are — on file 


{fn my said office as provided 


by la 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. Pa 
af- | 


have hereto set my hand and 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
of October, 
nine hundred 





l 
d 





and si t 
E EDW "ARD : 








NEW JERSEY 
OF STATE 
DISSOLUTION 


OF 
DEPARTMEN i 


STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF 
a all to 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
for the voluntary dissolution thereof 


by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
deposited in my 
MFG. 


office that 
CORP. 
e, whose principal 
nge Place, in 
ty of Hudson, 
poration Trust 
and in 


holders, 
VEE 












Ass 
>quirements 
. of Revis 
ary to 
ylution. 


the 


my tA a ‘duly pliers and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid gs —— on file 




















fin my mie office as provided 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF. J 
an hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
| this Twen ty-f urth day of October, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one 
EDW ARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Nov. 2. 9. 16 $21.60 
Dated: Oc tober 16. 1961 
ESTATE OF WILLIAM H. KELLY, . scea sed. 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID 4H. 
WIENER, Su irrogate of the County of Essex. 
application of the 
of said deceased. 
10 Ne to the creditors of 
said decease dd. to exhi bit to the subscribers. 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 


will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers. 
MARY PATRICIA KEEFE KELLY 
REGINALD CAVANAUGH 
EDWARD R. McGLYNN 


} | tec lynn, Stein & MeGlynn, Attorneys 
; 17 Academy St 
ewark 2. N. J. | 
t .J.—Oct. 19, 26. Nov. 2. 9, 16 i 







may be) 





WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 






file in 


by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | 
in my office that 


| L.J.—Nov. 2. 9 


by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
{ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of a!!l the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
THE SERVICE GARAGE, INC. 
1 tion of this State, whose principal 
». 30- 34 Howe Avenue, 
aic, County of Passaic, 
; ; sey "(savas Mike Kante | 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
| upon whom process may be served). has 
| compiled with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the iesuing 
| of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
| NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


State of New Jersey, Ilo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-thi day of October. 1961, file in 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 


| State of the 


rd 
d 


















of the 
1 ae eased, 


indersigned 


s day made 
Ad 











































{n writing to the dissolution of said cor- | 
poration. executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record | 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

. TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 

uird day of October, 
(Seal) thousand nine hundred 

PATTEN 

State 

J N $21.60 
Dated: October 25, 1961 
ESTATE OF ais HAEL SIMKO, deceased. 
Pursuant I of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surr of Essex, 





| 
| 
Le 
' 
| 
| 


on December 1, 1961, at 9:30 A.M.. for 4 

Judgment to assume the names of Anth ony 

Louis Tagg, Jeanne Marie Tagg. Bruce 

Anthony Tagg and David Tagg. Soscny 
ANTHONY LOUIS TAGLIABOSC 

| 7 MARIE TAGLIA BOSCH! 

} ne 


JEANNE MM ARIE ct gpa ga 
mother and natural gu 
ANTHONY TAGLIABOSCH! 


as 
BRUC E 


and DAVID TAGLIABOSCHI. 
DONALD R. CONWAY 
210 Main Street 


Hackensack, New Jersey 
Attorney for Petitioners. 
L.J.—Nov. 2, 2 16, 23 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 


= 
3 
& 
® 
« 
4 
5 
E 
q 
& 
Fes 
e 
g 
ES 


by the unanimous consent of all = stock. 
holders, deposited in my office t 





ARE&DA 
a corporat of this State, whose princi 
ed at No. 135 Main Street. 
Belleville, County of 
tate if Naw Jersey (John E. 








being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the iesuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-sixth day of October, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 








in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on fle 
{n my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF., ! 
have hereto set my hand and - 
fixed my official. seal. at 
this eo day of 
Seal) A.D., * thousand nine 
and sixty ne. 
| EDW ‘RD J. PATTEN 


Secretary of State 
16 





STATE OF 
DEPARTMENT 
CERTIFICATE OF 


NEW JERSEY 
OF STATE 
DISSOLUTION 


o all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereo? 
ty the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

H. R. G.. INC. 
1 f this Sta whose 
i Academ 





v County o 
t y (Bernard Fr 
teing the agent therein and in charge thereof 
pon whom procese may be served). hae 
plied with the requirements of Title 14 
orporations, Gencral, of Revised Statutes 
f New Jersey, vreliminary to the issuing 


bi seulution 


Certificate of 
THEREF 

State of the Stat 
ertify that the 






yn did, « 


of corny 


day of 1961, file ip 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 





-nty-sixth Oc 


rber 
















| again n my said office as provided by law 
| six mor t t IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, J 
| fore ‘ver barred from prosec have hereto set my hand and af 
ecover e same a ist t ; fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
THE liow ARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION his Soeaticlatiy’ ek: at Gace: 
hn F.C plat dh Attorn Sea A.D.. ¢ Us nine hundred 
N 7 and sixty-one 
> 9 16. 23. 30 EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
=: tai indians | Secretary of State 
J Nov..2. 3. 16 $2 ) 
NOTICE FOR CHANGE OF NAME —— 
TAKE _NOTIC E THAT the undersigned 
1 the Essex County Court on the | STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
November, 1961, at 9:30 o'clock | DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
on at the Court House, Newark, | CERTIFICATE OF L)JSSOLUTION 
New Jersey, for a Judgment aut are them | To ali to whom these presents may come, 
BE assume the names 43 Pr Dou las and | Greeting: 
I vr K. Douglas, r | WHBPREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
PHIL IP D’ RAT JO | by duly authenticated record of the vroceed 
ELEANOR K. D’'ARATJO {ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereo! 
FRANK H. ITKIN, ES | by the unanimous consent of a!i the etock- 
Attorneys for Pla holders, deposited in my office that 
| 15 Ward Street } LINCOM RE ALTY CORP. 
Bloomti Jersey aie ration of this State, whose 
L.Jd.—_ Oe 2, 9, 16 $10.71 | oi ited at So. 80 oranne a 
| in ” of Newark, County 
| SHERIFF'S SALE | State New Jersey (Bernard Mindes 
SUPERI - (LAW) F-425 being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
m 2a aks upon whom process may be served). has 


SUPE RIOR OF 


DC K ET 


COURT 


wchom these presents may come, |.) 


3 E 
BE GINNING 


I+ 


on the | mor 


. I,_the Secretary of |t 
ew ont ni Do Hereby | 
orporation did, 

Octeber. "1961, file in 


Garrabra rt 
f B EGINNING. 













}same_ easterly 





and 
} strip runs from the easterly 
| Street to the rear line of the 1 







drive way 





. r 
‘advant age, ‘at 
nd repass on foot 
loads or therwise t 

line of Astor Street to the 
properties 


The approxi imate amount 


m the easterly 
Tear line of both 





of bay A gence 





hy said sale sum of 
and Futstee Dollars and | 
($542.46). togetlier with | 
sale 
‘. J., October 30, 1961. 
JOHN A. “PAOLERCIO, Acting Sheriff 
Attorney 


Bernard Horwitz, 
N 


L.J.—Nov. 9, 16, 23, 30 











$49.14 | L.J.—Nov. 9, 


complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Ibo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 


Twenty-fourth dary of October, file in 


1961 


ce a duly executed and 
the 





disso! nti 
by all 
Sonnene 
foresai 
fice as provid: 
TESTIM’ INY 
have hereto set 
fixed mv officia 
this Twe 
AD. « 
and s xtr- ne 
EDWARD J 
Secretary of 


Nov. 2. 9, 16. 23 $28.35 


ing to 
poration, 
thereof, 






d by law. 
“WHEREOF, 
hand and af- 
at Trenton 
detot 


IN 
my 
Seal. 








ci yusand 


PATTEN, 


(Seal) 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
, CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

TECH WIRE ASSOCIATES, 
INCORPORATED 

of this rate: whose principal 
ed at 210 Main Str 
Hac kensack. County of Bergen. 

Jersey (Jay W. Greenstone 





New 
| being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 


State of 


upon whom process may be served). bas 
eomplied with the requirements of Title 14. 


Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary td the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 


NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Thirty-first day of October, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
tn writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid a - on file 
in my “— office as provided b 

TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 
es hereto set my hand a 


fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this “Thirty-first day of October. 
(Seal) A.D., - Sa nine hundred 
and eixty 
ElwakD 2 * PATTEN, 
Recretary of 8tate. 
16, 23 $21.60 























baie) 
PRe 
ee | 
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LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 





STATE 7. ae JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

come S$ LIQUORS, INC. 
a corporatic of this State. whose principal 
s sit th at No. 260 Myrtle Avenue, in 

Irvington, County of Essex, 

New Jersey (Isidor Klein 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 










of 


Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary té the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 


NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-seventh day of October. 1961. file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which eaid consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are = on file 
in my eaid office as provided by 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 


this Twenty-seventh day of October, 








(Seal) A.D., one thousan undred and 
sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 


L.J.—Nov. 2, 9, 16 $21.60 





SHERIFF'S SALE 
SUPERIOR (LAW) 









THE rs COURT OF NEW JER- 
SEY. LAW DIVISION. SSEX COUNTY 
ROCKET NOS. L 941 J 7871-60 

rene tion of 





bavoetnens: | ( 
Pl inti Da Baker 
nts. EXECT- 





r of 
l expose 
m 506, 


ting Room 





Lo« 


in Newark, on Tuesday, the 28th day of 
November, next, at 1:30 P.M Prevailing 
Time), all the right, title ar of 
the above named defends 


that 





to all 








Dated: Oct 18, 1961 


ober 


ESTATE OF JACOB HIRSH deceased. 
Pursnant to the order of DAVID H 
WIENER Surrogate of the Connty of Essex 
t made on the anplication of the 
Executrix of said deceased 
hereby given to the creditors of 





deceased to exhibit to the anbsecriber 
oath or affirmation. their claims and 
ands eiielislal the estate Jeceased 


six months from this they 
fore “ver barred fr 

recoveri ing the same again the 

REBECCA HIRSH 


urtz, Attorner 


















T ber 19. 1941 
ESTATE OF MARY E IAN. deceased 
Pn nt to the order DavID H 
Surrogate of the of EB 
made on the 






= ntore 





en T DMAN 
NORMAN FELDWA 
VATTHEW 

j 4 















Executors of. 
hereby g n t 
dee: based. ex 






















ID :: 1961 
OF GRACE EDWA SSON 
] 

Pursuant to the order DAVID H 
WIENER, Surrogate of the Coun f Essex 
this day made on the a of the 

ersigned. “xect « ceased 

is hereby gi to the ‘ered tors of 


e f 
said deceased, to exhibit to the sn becribers. 
under oath or affirmation. their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date. or they 
Will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
Tecovering the same against the subscribers 
MARJORIE WESSON FRANCIS 
ELIZABETH WESSON BEATTY 
WHITING, MOORE & ‘PHILLIPS, Attorne 





rs 


744 Broad Street 
Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J.—Nov. 9, 



















SHERIFF'S SALE 
SUPERIOR (CHAN) D-397 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
pact magh yes DIVISION, BSSEX COUNTY 
DOCKET NO. F-2717-60. Between Arrow 

Savings and Loan Association, a New 

Jersey corporation, Plaintiff, re Leon- 

ard H. Cobn, et als., Defendants. EXE- 

CUTION. For Sale of Mortgaged Prem- 

ses. 

By virtue of the above stated writ of 
Execution, to me directed. I shall expose 
for sale by Public Vendue, in Room 506, 
Hall of Records (Board Meeting Room). 
in Newark, on Tuesday, the 21st day of 





STATE 
DEPAR 
CERTIFICATE 


OF NEW 
OF |! 


MENT OF 


JERSEY 
STATE 
NSSOLUTION 


To all to whom these presents may come, 


holders, deposited in my office 
N 


November, next, at 1:30 P.M. (Prevailing | © 
Time), all that tract or parcel of land | - 
and premises situate, lying and being in| a 
the City of Newark, Essex County, New 


| 
at a point on the westerly | 


Jersey. 
BEGINNING 
i S 1 13th Street distant Northerly 






































































Greeting: 


WHBEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


QUE! 






































Me 








M liddlesex, 


that 


ASSOCLATES, INC. 
State, 


whose principal 
Shopping 
City of 
State of 
being the 
thereof, upon 
has complied 
14, Corpora- 
Statutes of New 
issuing of this 


onlo Park 
in the 














5 fee m the Northwest corner of solution, 
Ninth _and South 13th Street and rt FORE, I,_the Secretary of 
at the -riy line of property now or t of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
formerly of He ory Stone; thence (1) run- tl sa 7S rrporation did, on the 
ing a that line Westerly and parallel t “tober, 1961, file in 
Avenue 100 feet; thence (2) | my office a duly onus and attested consent 
id parallel with South 13th/ fn writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
5 t Boson or less; thence (3) | poration, executed by all the stockholders 
| I rallel with Ninth Avenue! thereof. which said consent and the record 
| to ¢ ‘W esterly line of South 13th | of the proceedings aforesaid are _. on file 
| Street thence (4) Southerly along the | {fn my eaid office as provid by 
| Westerly line of South 13th Street 25 feet | IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 
to the point and place of | have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
: *h 12 Stree e | 
South 13th Street, N wark, | s Thirty-first day of October, 
premises are also described | (Seal) ) ae thousand nine hundred 
ing to a survey made by Amos O. * Big gece ep ee 
Nisenson, dated August 9, El rw 4 RD he ee 
ecretary of State. 
a point on the Westerly | -J.—No wes es $21.60 
Street distant 575 feet SaaS 
t northwest corner of STATE OF NEW_JERSEY 
South 13th Street and DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ne Droperty now or CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
; thence running/ To all to whom these presents may come, 
: degrees West 100 Greeting 
: ‘orth 27 degrees East 24.11 WHBPREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
5 feet more or less by deed) feet: thence] by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
South 63 degrees East 100 feet to the] ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
West of South 13th Street: thence| by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
along id side of South 13th Street South | holders, deposited in my office that 
27 degrees West 24.11 (25 feet more or on \ 
less by deed) feet to the point or place NAT FE bs ELIZABETH 
of BEGINNING. 8 Stat whose principal 
BEING Lot No. 11, Block 1866 on the 2 rs aol ay 
Tax Assessment Maps of the City of New- No. Mes oe “A — yee 
amount of the Judg- : Middiesex, | State Pa 
by said sale is the chase aheseae iain 
f El Thousand Eight Hundred gankekeo: hae Canntina 
Ninety Dollars and Thirty-four Cents . e Tele 14, Cos 9 
($11,890.34), together with the costs of Pp a era rics . New 
Pangea Revise es of Net 
Newark, N.J., October 16, 1961 Hy the issuing of ‘this 
JOHN A ‘PAOLERC 10, Acting Sheriff mp deine 
David W k. Attorney Abd nbir cele Ue. baggage hem 
L.J.-—Oct. 26, Nov. 2, 9, 16 $48.51 : - Do Heret 
« 1 did, on the 
THIS Tre = . Ee = - r f Oetober, 1961, file in 
> MA 0 E ESTATE OF 
bettie a gh T patente © ms office a duly executed asd attested consent 
2 . THE NEFIT OF FRANCE in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
o HE BENEFIT OF FRANCES R z . l 
pU NCOMBE, ET AL.) poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, whict cousent and the a 
SORT ETE — . y of the aforesaid are now on file 
NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT OF ACCOUNT| {f ipy paid office as provided by law. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the ee ins Ge a 
sixth intermediate account of FRANCES R fixed cae. atetat ‘eal at Trenton 
DUNCOMBE. as Substituted Trustee. and ; » : 
FIDELITY UNION TRUST COMPANY. aa F Wisonc dinate Mae Gf 6 Oetobad 
Trust for the benefit of | (seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
mbe, et a created under aI ¢ 
the Last Will and EDW j >A TTEN 
Riker. deceased, will ppt a 
stated by the Clerk of the]; 7 ~ ; $21.60 
Ne Ww Jers: y. and reported | — ne a = 
) or Court of New : TESS = 
Essex County. for STATE OF NEW_ JERSEY 
} aansae DEPARTMENT OF STATE _ 
at the| CEKTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presente may come, 
Greeting: 
WHE! It appears to my satisfaction, 
DUNCOMBE by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ited Trustee ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
‘ by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
FIDELIES UNION TRUST COMPANY holders, deposited in my office that 
By ] HOLDING € 
a ¢ Stat V 
ifti s Menl 
Cer a> T 
Met M 
N \W 
Ww 
Jer 
q's 
vp Ie 




















+ NEW ere 
DEPARTMENT OF STA 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
{ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | 
holders, denosited in my office that 

, LMODE ¢ ZORPOR. ATI N 
€ wh 


Bro 


STATE 








] y Ne w sey e] s 
being the agent therein and in pre thereof, | 
upon whom process may served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the iseuing | 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. | 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Tiirtyv-first day 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent | 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | 
poration, executed by aj] the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are — on file | 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 
hand and af- 
seal. at Trenton. 
day of October, 
wsaud nine hundred 


PATTEN, 
State. 


October, 


have hereto 
fixed my official 
lis Thirty-tirst 


) » the 


set my 


Seal) > A. 









ar , 
EDWARD a. 
Serretary af 


J.—Nov. 9, 16, 23 


$21.60 


my office a duly e 


in writing ¢t 


poration, 
thereof, 

of 
in my 


by duly a 
ings 
by the 
holdera, 


To 





the 





STATE 
DEPARTMENT 
CERTIFICATE 
whom these presents may come, 


all to 
Greeting 
W HEREA Ss. 


for the 




















thent 


noanim 
deposited 









lissolu 
by all 


COUSE! 


as provi 
TIMONY 


xecuted and attested consent 


tion of said cor- 
the stockboldere 
it and the record 
d are now on file 


ed by law. 
WHEREOF, I! 


to set my hand and af- 

my official seal. at Trenton, 

t st day of October 
housand nine 


» J. PATTEN 





OF NEW ae eee 
OF STAT 
OF DISSOLU TION 


It 





ic 
vo. 
jus consent 


in my 


j ms office a duly executed pee attested consent 
tk 





thereof 


of all the stock- 


office that 
COMPANY 








1961 file 


in writing to e dissolution of sald cor- 

poration, execut ‘ed by all the stockholders 

| thereof, which said cousxent and the record 

| of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provid by law 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 3 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 

lay of October 

(Seal) A.D isand nine hundred 

ar s 


PATTEN, 


C4 


$21.60 
Octobe 1961 

X a/k/a STEVEN | 
jer f DAVID H. 
I ty of Essex, 


{ 





from 













of 


creditors of 
subse riber, 


the 


to the 





deceased 


or 


said 
date, 


the subscriber. 
R. 


they 
prosecuting or 





| with 
N 


lh 


| by duly authenti¢ated record of the proceed- 








hundred 


It eppears to my satisfaction. | 
record of the vroceed- 
ntary dissolution 


| 
| 


1a 





said quesneat. 


| 
ir claims and | 





my office a duly executed and attested consent 






SHERIFF'S SALE 


SUPERIOR (C HAN) D-402 
Ss IOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
onan SRY DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY 


Between Mildred 


DOCKET NO. C-2150-60. 
Plaintiffs, 


Capman and James Capman, 

and Rose Lurie, et als., Defendants. 
ORDER FOR SALE OF REAL ESTATE. 
By virtue of the above stated Order for 
Sale of Real Estate, to me directed. I 
shall expose for sale by Public Vendue. 
in Room 506, Hall of Records (Board Meet- 
ing Room), in Newark, on Tuesday. the 
28th day of November, next, at 1:30 P. M. 
(Prevailing Time), all that certain tract 
parcel of land and premises situate. 
ing and being in the City of Newark, 
Essex County, New Jersey, more particu- 
larly described as follows: 
BEGINNING in the Easterly line of Jay 
Street, at a point therein distant Northerly 
one hundred feet from the Northerly line 
of Sussex Avenue; thence Easterly parallel 
said Avenue, one hundred feet; thence 
herly parallel with said street thirty 
thence westerly parallel with said 
Avenue one hundred feet to said Street: 
and thence along the same Southerly thirty 
feet to the point and place of BEGINNING. 
Being known and designated as 40 Jay 
Street, Newark, New Jersey. 

Including the inchoate riguts of curtesy 
plaintiff, James Capman, husband 
plaintiff, Mildred Capman, and of 
Lurie, husband of the defendant. 
Lurie, and including the inchoate 
of dower of the defendant. Vera 
wife of the defendant, Angelo 
Together with all and singular the 
iments and appurtenances to the said 
belonging or in any wise apper- 


or 





Samuel 
Rose 
ri izht 







ewark, N. J., October 23, 1961 
JOHN ‘A. PAOLERCIO, Acting Sheriff 
Goldberg & Attorneys 


Goldberg, 
16, 2¢ $32.13 


L.J.—Nov. 2, 9, 





OF APPLICATION FOR 
CHANGE OF NAME 
NOTICE that the undersigned will 
the Essex County Court, Law 
Court House. Newark, New Jersey 
30, 1961, at 10:00 o'clock in 
for a judgment to assume the 
Lavinia Adams. 

Anna Adamo 
MAURICE ROSENSTEIN 
Attorney for plaintiff 
Avenue 


NOTIC a 


TAKE 
apply to 
Division, 
on November 
the forenoon 
name of Anne 


368 Meisel 


Jersey 
1961 


25 





$10.71 





TAKE NOTICE that on Friday, December 





1, 1961 at 9:30 o'clock in the forenoon. we, 
WILLIAM M. HECKEL and ROBERT M. 
HECKEL, infants, by their mother. as 
guardian ad litem, CAMILLE HECKEL 

shall apply to the Hudson County Court at 
Hudson County Court House in the City of 
Jersey City. N. J. for a judgment authoriz- 
ing us to assume the names of WILLIAM M. 


LATOSA and ROBERT M. LATOSA. 
Camille Heckel, as mother and 
guardian ad litem of 


tobert M. Heckel and 
William M. Heckel 
Joseph Gordon 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
17 ae 25th Street 
Beg ar 
2, 9. 16, 23 $13.23 








STATE OF NEW sees 
DEPARTMENT OF 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Fou! to ao these presents may come, 
WHEREA AS. It appears to my satisfaction. 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 





holders, deposited in my office that 
K AND KAYE, INC. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
ce is ituated at No. 50 Rome Street, 
the City of Newark, County of Essex, 

State of New Jersey (Carl E. Kastner 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
Rs THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
te of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 


Thirtieth day of October, 1961, file in} 


in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | 


thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 








my said office as provided by law 

— IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Thirtieth day of October, 

Sea A.I)., one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-one 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 

L.J Nov. 2. 9, 16 $21.60 

| 
ers 2 a 

STATE 


OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 





r 
a6 





hy duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 

ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
OAKLAND PARK ESTATES 

orporation of tlis State. whose principal 

» j lated at No. 45 Church Street, | 

of Paterson, County of Passaic, 

Jersey (J. “Mortimer R ubenst ein 





being the avent therein a id in char 














ipon whom process t be 5 
complied with tue reqi rementa of | 
Corporations, General, of Revise 
of New Jersey, preliminary to tb 
of this Certiticate of | Dissolutior 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Io Hereby 
* reits that the a corporation did, on the 
Twentieth day of October, 1961. file in 


my es a duly executed and attested consent | 
{in writing to L 
poration, executed by all 
thereof, 
of the proceedings aforesaid are _ on file | 


the stockholders | 


























the dissolution of said cor- Bs 


which said cousent and the record | _. 


SHERIFF'S SAL E. 

SU PE RIOR (LAW) H- 
THE SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW * SERSEY, 
LAW DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY, DOCKET 
NOS. L-19289-60 & J-71-61. General Invest- 
ment Corp., a corporation of New Jersey, 

Plaintiff, vs. Edward D. Murphy and 

Alice A. Murphy and Dominick Brothel, 

Defendants. EXECUTI( 

By virtue of 
Execution, to me 
for sale by Public 
Hall of Records 
in Newark, on 


above stated writ of 
directed, I shall expose 

Vendue, In Room 506, 
(Board Meeting Room). 
Tuesday, the 5th day of 
December, next, at 1:30 p.m. (Prevail- 
ing Time), all the right, title and _ in- 
terest of the above named defendants. of, 
in and to all that tract or parcel of land, 
situate, lying and being in the City of 
Newark, County of Essex and State of 
New Jersey: 

BEGINNING at a_ point 
easterly side o Eastern 
tant 112.79 feet southwesterly 
angle in the said side of Eastern 
way. said angle being distant 157.21 feet 
southwesterly from 1 Moat of 
Said Eastern Parkway the dividing 
lines Tuxedo Manor Corporation and 
lands’ of Montrose Park Incorporated, 
thence (1) southeasterly 119.17 feet: thence 
(2) acl 41.29 feet: thence (3) 
northwesterly 129.41 feet to the aforesaid 
side o Eastern Parkway; thence (4) 
northeasterly along the said line of East- 
ern Parkway 40 feet to the place of 
be ng, = shown on map or plan of 
lots of Tuxedo Manor Corporation, duly 
filed in the Re gister’s Office of Essex County 
and known as #104 Eastern Parkway, 
Jersey. 
amount of the Judgment 
by said sale is the sum of 
and and Fifty-Two Dollars and 
Cents ($1,052.51), together with 

ts of this sale 
Newark, N. J., 


the 





in the south- 
Parkway, dis- 
from an 
Park- 














Newark, New 
The 


approximate 


satised 







October 30, 1961 
JOHN A. PAOLERCIO, Acting Sheriff 
Gerald W. Kolba, attorney. 
L..J.—Nov. 9, 16, 23, 30 $35.91 





NOTICE OF CHANGE OF NAME 

TAKE NOTICE that on November 30. 1961, 
at 10:00 o'clock in the forenoon, I, Lorraine 
Woleott J. Ehrnstrom, shall apply to the 
Essex County Court, at the Essex County 
Court House, in the City of Newark. New 
lersey. for a judgment authorizing me to 
assume the name of Lorraine Woleott J. 
Parker 

LORRAINE WOLCOTT J. EHRNSTROM 
Bando J. Caruso, Esq. 
Attorney for Petitioner, 
Bloomfield Avenue 
New Jersey 
2. 9. 14, 





427 
Montelair, 
ad. vOV 


$10.71 


23 





IN THE MATTER OF THE ESTATE OF 
WALLIE S. RIKER. DECEASED (TRUST 
FOR THE RENEFIT OF MARGARET R 





KISER (FORMERLY DELANO) ET AL.) 
NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT OF AQOCOUNT 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the 
fifth intermediate account of FRANCES R. 
DUNCOMRE, as Substituted Trustee. and 
FIDELITY UNION TRUST COMPANY, as 
Trustee, of the Trust for the benefit of 


Margaret R 
created 


Kiser (formerly Delano) et al.. 
under paragraph Fourth of the Last 


Will and Testament of Mallie 8. Riker. 
deceased, will he andited and stated by the 
Clerk of the Superior Court of New Jersey 
and reported for settlement to the Superior 
Conrt of New Jersey. Chancery Division. 
Essex County, for settlement and allowance 
on the Ist dav of Deeomber. 1961, at 9:30 
o'clock A.M. at the Hall of Records, Newark, 
New Jersey 

Dated: Newark. New Jersey 


Octoher 20 1981 
FRANCES R 
as Snhbstituted 


and 
FIDELITY 
Ry 


DUNCOMBE 
Trustee, 
UNION TRUST COMPANY 
John S. 
Trust Officer 
as Trustee. of the 
of Margaret R 
ef al created 


Bacheller 


Trvust for the benefit 
formerly Delano) 
naragraph Fourth 
ast Will and Testament of 
Riker, deceased 

Marsh & Scherer 

Street 

N. 


for Plaintiffs 


Kiser ¢ 


under 


Mallie § 


Riker 


Rr 


Danzig. 
vad 












L.J.—Oct. 26. Nov. 2. 9. 16 $28.98 
ESTATE OF EDWIN F. BRITTEN. ITT 

deceases 

NOTT OF SETTTEMENT 

Notice is her ih given that the seconnts 
of the enheerihare Freentora of the last 
will and testament of EDWIN F. BRITTEN, 
THI, 4 ’ will he andited and etated hy 
the S reported for settlement to 
the 5 Court. Probate Heision 

Tu Jav of Decemher next 


WORROW BRITTEN 
FDWIN F. RRITTEN. IR 
CLARENCE R. BRITTEN 








" As Netohor 17 1981 
am F. Rardnse Ir.. Attorney 
Brosa St 
wr 9 W YT 
Oct. 19, 26, Now. 2. 9. 14 
Datel: Octoher 19%. 1961 
STATE OF HOWARD LESLIE HILl. 
Tren ced 
Pursnant ft the der of DAVID H 
uunty of Fssex 
eation of the 
sa’d deceased 









the ereditors of 
to the snheerther 
r elaimes and 

cata deceased 

Aate or ther 
nroseenting or 

the arvherrther 








18 
Dated: October %. 1981 
OF SMANEY. deceased 
- 4 e order of 





DAVID 
.ee 




















said offve as provided by bec 
sath “Is TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 = 
have hereto set my hand and af- . 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, ote eae lee aes © (fhe aeduaeciied 
this Twentieth day of October. WARTIC B Tow E 
(Seal A.D., one thousand nine hundred and | Art V. Talmage Attorney 
six tr. " 119 Rr vad Se 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, | Pleomfield, N. J 
Secretary of State. v..J.—Oct. 19. 2k. Nov. 2. 9. 16 
L.J —Nov. 2. 9, 16 | nn eae 
aie car ana EE ee ee NOTICE TO CREDITORS TO PRESENT 
CLAIMS AGAINST ESTATE 
Dated: October 10. 1961/| Estate of JOHN HAGOP KARANFILIAN 
ESTATE OF MURIEL MINNIE DAWSON. | Deceased 
jeceased. ’ » order of the Sunertor Conrt 
Pursuant to’the order of DAVID H.| “hancery Division. Hudsen 
WIENER rogate of the County of Essex, | Oetaber 1981. on the 
this day made on the application of the| anr the nnderst Peter Karan- 
unders igned. Executors of said deceased, | 41i ry omnder the f the eaid 
otice is hereby given to the creditors of | Tor Ha Karanfilian is hereby 
id deceased, to exhit to the subscribers. | ci to the ecreditere of ased to 
inder oath or affirmation, their claims and |r t to the eaid exeentor thelr claims 
demands against the estate of said deceased | under oath within six months from this date 
within six months from this date. or they | Dated: October 12. 1961 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or Peter Karanfilian 
recovering the same against the subscribers. ixeentor as aforesaid 


ERIC POWELL DAWSON 

FIDELITY UNION TRUST COMPANY 
Riker, Danzig. Marsh & Scherer, Attorneys 
744 Broad St 
Newark 2, N. J 
L.J Oct. 19, 





26. Nov. 2. 9. 16 





7914 Hndseon Bonlevard 


North Bergen. New Jersey 
Ralph Neibart. Attorner 
7414 Rroad Street 
Newark 2. New Terss 
ae et 19, 26 oe. 2.9. 18 $15.75 
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Stoffer Memorial Fund 
To Be Presented At 
Convocation 


Newark, Nov. 16—The David 
Stoffer Memorial Fund, estab- 
lished in memory of the late 
former president and trustee of 
the Essex County Bar Associa- 
tion, will be formally presented 
to Rutgers School of Law at a 
Fall Convocation, Nov. 29 at 4 
p.m. at the Pelican Room, Mutual 
Benefit Life Ins. Co., 520 Broad 
St. 

Mrs. Ruth M. Stoffer is donor 
of the Fund which memorializes 
her late husband. Terms of the 
gift indicate it will be used to 
enrich the intellectual life of 
the State University law school. 
Dean Lehan K. Tunks said it will 
help finance lectures and confer- 
ences and will assist in bringing 
special consultants to the school. 

Dedication of the Memorial 
will be followed by the Arthur 
T. Vanderbilt Lecture in Public 
Affairs. Stuyvesant Wainwright 
II, 1961-62 Arthur T. Vanderbilt 
Lecturer in Public Affairs at Rut- 
gers will speak on “The Ruling 
Class—1962.” Wainwright was a 
Congressman from Suffolk Coun- 
ty, New York from 1952 to 1961. 

The late Mr. Stoffer was a 
graduate of Harvard and its Law 
School. He was a practicing at- 
torney for 35 years and was a 
member of the Rutgers School 
of Law and predecessor institu- 
tions’ faculties for more than 30 
years. 

The Convocation is open to the 
public. 
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New Edition of Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief 
Act Available 


With more men being called| serviceman the protection of the 
again into military service and|courts to work out some equit- 
initial steps being taken for mo-| able solution to any problem he 
| may have in this regard. 


bilization in some critical fields, 
the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil | 
Relief Act is again becoming of | 


pertinent interest to servicemen, | he made during the period of 
their dependents, their creditors, | mjji 


and members of the Bar. 


A whole generation of now|/ant to a written agreement of| 
middle-aged Americans remem-| the parties, unless upon a previ- |e 
bers this Act as it was originally| ous order granted by the court 


promulgated by Congress in 1940. 
It was extended indefinitely by 
the Selective Service Act of 1948, 
and thereby also covered the Ko- 
rean War period. It is still on the 
books for this latest internation- 
al crisis, amended here and there 
in some details. 

Anyone who would like to have 
an up to date copy of the Act in 
its entirety may obtain one by 
writing the Superintendent of 
Documents, U.S. Government 
Printing Office, Washington 25, 
D.C., and sending along 15 cents 
with his request. 

In general, the Act provides 
that a court in any action 
brought to enforce an obligation 
of a perscn in military service 
may grant a stay of proceedings 
or make equitable disposition of 
the case. Benefits of the Act ex- 
tend to any person in military 
service, his dependents, and oth- 
ers primarily or secondarily 
liable upon his obligations. 

The statute does not provide 
for waiver of payments or auto- 
matic loan extensions or modi- 
fications, but it does give the 





Note New Address - 49 Edison Pl., Newark 2 


a 





NEW | 






comptbre Tete) 4 


storage 
e Easily 
CONTAINS 
By-Lows 
ock Certificate 


The Approved, Compact All-State 


UNICORP | 


Self-Contained 






CORPORATE OUTFIT 


including 
FOLD-AWAY 
SEAL* 
























3 DIFFERENT 








OUTFITS 

. STARTING AT 
*Optional 

Gold Lettering $1.00 $1 5.00 


Printed Minutes $1.00 


New and already in demand, the Unicorp completely integrated 
Corporate Outfit Library solves the time and space problem in many 


offices. 


Because of its compact format, All-State’s Unicorp fills all corporate 
requirements with 60% less bulk—and is produced with the same high 
printing and engraving specifications as the standard corporate outfit. 


Write or phone for all necessary data. 


Shipped prepaid within 5 hours. (On Orders Received by Noon) 





MArket 4-5577 


ALL-STATE orrice suppty co. 


49 EDISON PLACE 


@ NEWARK 2, N. J. 


| 
| 


| 


| 








| 
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CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 





In answering any box ads, 
address answers to: 

New Jersey Law Journal 

cLA — 

240 Mulberry St., 

Newark 1, N. J. 


EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 


ATTORNEY WITH ACCOUNTING EKNOW- 
ledge wanted to associate in general prac- 
tice. Paterson, N.J.; MU 4-4444. 


ATTORNEY; EXCELLENT OPPORTUNITY 
for advancement. Minimum 5 years general 
nd trial experience. Give detailed resume 

salary requirement. CLA 292. 





No sale, foreclosure or seizure 
of the property for default may 








tary service or within three 
months thereafter, except pursu- | 








and a return thereto made and 


approved by the court. 7s 


AF 2 DO ROS 


Experienced T.ial Attorney for heavy cases. 


With respect to leases for Must be admitted to N.J. Bar. We are a 
rented homes or apartments, the | tp firm located in Newark, N.J. and will 
pay a high salary for qualified man. Our 


Act affords protection to service- this ad. Please send 
men by permitting cancellation 
on 30 days’ notice. The Act also 
provides for granting relief in 
respect to any tax (including in- 
come, real estate and personal 
property taxes) falling due prior 


attorneys know of 
resume. CLA 837. 





ATTORNEY - HACKENSACK AREA - TO 

do title and general legal work - Real Es- 
tate and Mortgage Closings. Some trial work. 
Write giving resume, age, education, back- 
ground, marital status and salary desired 
to CLA 846. 


EMPLOYMENT WANTED 


AGGRESSIVE YOUNG ATTORNEY SPEC. 
jalizing in negligence, seeks employment o 
per diem or case basis. OL 3-1944. 








ATTORNEY, ADMITTED N.Y. AND N.J 
10 years diversified experience. Seeks posi. 
tion. CLA 857 





ATTORNEY, 28, WITH 3% YEARS GEN. 
ori w 














eral seeks opportunity itt 
future rai on regular or part time 
basis cL ch 886. 
YOUNG ATTORNEY, 5 YEARS GENERA! 
experi ence, seeks part-time work in Nw , 
JA two nights and/or wosbende. CLA 8s 
LEGAL SECY. & BOOKKEEPER — PAR T 
Tim -nings and/or Saturdays. Ret 
ences. Phone after 6 P.M. WA 3-2287. 





FOR RENT 


FOR RENT: JUST FURNISHED, AlIB-OON. 

ditioned office in 17 Academy Street, New. 
ark. Use of library-conference room. recep 
tionist. mail and phone service. Rent rea- 
sonable for right party. MA 3-2236. 


LAWYER, ATTORNEY'S 
60 siggy Place, air conditioned and 

use ( ibrary. Phone answering 
Call Mite hell 2-6556. 


IN MODERN SUITE 
Hackensack. Phone 








ROOM FOR 
sulte, 
carpeted, 
optional, 





FOR RENT - OFFICE 
at 3 Warren 
DI 2-1182 


Street, 





to or during the period of mili- 
tary service. 


YOUNG ATTORNEY, PREFERABLY WITH 

some experience in trial work for a busy 
office in Middlesex County. Please state 
qualifications, age, experience. and salary 
desired. CLA 847. 


Court Congestion Is 
Problem In India Too 





ATTOR NEY, 
n Ww 


NEWARK LAW FIRM ee 
ith g ractice backg 


New Delhi, India (ACCN)— 
India’s courts are currently ex- 
periencing the same problems of 
calendar congestion that plague f 
tne legal tribunals of the United |e ak ker eae Sa ae 
psc according to the Indian | EXPERIENCED 1 
Law Quarterly Review. inty Law 
The Review listed the following | egy at a on gy 
factors as contributing to the de- | *t#ts._‘ LA STS, 
lay in administering justice: (1) | rovNG LAWYER 
An increase in population both | legal gg ig 
generally throughout India and | 
especially in particular areas; 
(2) An increase in the number of | © ee 
cases instituted; (3) An insuffici- aaa ee 
ency of judicial manpower; (4) epee 
An increase in professional liti- | need ini att 
gants; (5) New legislation, par-| eee 
ticularly in the fields of labor | 





NEWARK ATTORNEY REQUIRES ATTOR- 


ney to assist in title closings and general 








FOR MIDDLE- 
Office Opportunity for 
n. State age, qualifica- 
salary desired and military 


AWYER 
sex © 








FOR BUSY geo ESEX 
parti rly lied in 
work. 













» alifi 
| | desired and military 





law fi irm 





ATTORNEY — AGENCY 
omnes with collection background 
unity. CLA 881. 








TITLE OFF IC ER. LARGE ABSTRACT AND 
Aataks iran pany 4 








law, income tax statutes, and], eee cee eee 
taxation laws generally; (6) Con-| denti al al salary and opportunity. 
centration of cases among few | ©!‘ 
lawyers; (7) Inefficiency or cor- | LEADING 


ruption in process serving; (8) |, 
Insufficiency of experts; (9) A/t R 
“craze” for wasteful litigation; | and experience 
(10) Insufficiency of short-hand | {"* **’: 
writers and typists in courts; | ATT 

and (11) Want of specialized ; 
benches in higher courts.” 








‘ORNEY FOR NORTHERN 








Announcements 


Marvin Waxman has moved to 
190 Lyons Ave., Newark 12. 








Louis T. Gallo, formerly special | vatintie ia. tax 
attorney Criminal Division U‘S.| Peal ete ieslel 


Dept. of Justice and Assistant | red. will 
U.S. Attorney for the district of | si PAE 
N.J., has resumed the general 





practice of law with offices at 7 





LAWYER WITH QUIET EXCLUSIVE PRAC- 
tice wants to sublet desirable space in at- 
tractive suite, Commerce St. area. CLA 883 


AIR CONDITIONED OFFICE, SUITE 818 
10 Commerce Court, Newark. MI 32-5850 


INFORMATION WANTED 


INFORMATION RE- 
existence of a_wW. a 
Helmstetter Kindly contact 
ESsex 1-4343. 











ANYONE HAVING 

garding the 
Mr. Charles J. 
Mr. Carl J. Helmstetter: 





WILL ANY ATTORNEY HAVING POSSES. 


sion of the Will of the late Elwood 
seas man of No. 233 Waverly Avenue, Newark 

mtact Arthur re Werthmann, Attorney, =3: 
Uni m Avenue, Irvington 11, J. 





PARTNER WANTED 


PARTNERSHIP—PASSAIC COUNTY LITI- 
gation attorney with very active practic 
will consider partnership with aggressive 
practitioner—minimum 4 years experience 
with growing practice. Please indicate by 
letter willingness to sit down in confidential 
but frank discussion. CLA 861. 













SERVICES FOR LAWYERS 


CITATIONS of cases in point furnished 
$15 per point; emergency or excerpting 
services extra. 

Sam Weiss, 

380 Mt. Prospect Ave.. 

Newark, N. J. 

HUmboldt 2-5258 








HEIRS AND ABSENT DE- 
located: affidavit of inquiry sup 

s. Excel lent references. Frei 
ck Parkway. Belle 
m< south 9-4169. 


GENEALOGY: 
fendants 














pert testimony illus 
7 = st St 














38, N.Y. ring 
Na He Petty 


— SIGNATURES 
Illustrated Testi 
. 92 Mt. Vernoz 
Days: MI 2-6009 


ewark 





HANDWRITING EXPERT 
Quest Lox ; 











HANDWRITINGSs 
22 Morgan Pla 
4-5813. Consul 
nal Testing Ser 











VAILABLE TO MAK 
x Mi yrris, Middlesex 
nties. COMMUS 








Fagg renin! SPI 
r ility, availa 





r referrals OL - 











WAN 













































North Broad St., Ridgewood. ‘TED TO PURCHASE 
e _ oF 
Bankruptcies LEAST 2 YEARS 
iw office, salary 
a aed ine Resume required. 
Bankruptcies before Referees Lipkin. Tallyn | 
and Fi shberg c ~ hon ccs ans = 
aw LWANTED TO | ASSIST, GEN Since 1930: PERSONNEL, CREDIT | 
+ Essex ( inty. c 4 
ge & We misiderable amount f commercial and NEGLIGENCE REPORTS | 
ss s > a “8 | 
: rorse antoxsey, on uiwrep apron. || NEW JERSEY BUREAUS | 
, ne fc an Esse 
: Pe hae a! Pon eae ee tnts | WILLIAM V. FAY, General Manager 
: 4 ee 
'LAW CLERK—ACTIVE BERGEN COUNTY MGR: Bex S63, Mamas 3, 1.2 


L aw 
ackg 





gees 
und and salary 


State qual tions, 


academic | 
desired. CL 


A 864. 


PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 


















Harry 


80 Pro spect 


Lawyers 


111 East 


assets 


Halsted St.. 
r iab $60,040.04: 
olr Lando; 11-6 


LEGAL SITE FILE CABINETS 


USED & NEW 
Full Suspension—"A" Grade 
Complete Line of Office Equipment 
EDELSTEIN OFFICE FURN. WHSE. 
200 Montgomery St, Paterson, NJ 
LA 3-6153 











Preferred By Lawyers Over 30 Years 
For Our Unique Personal Service 


TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 
OF NEW JERSEY 
Organized byN.J. Lawyers . Operated forN.J. Lawyers 


Title Insurance Agencies In 


FREEHOLD @ MorristowN @ New BRUNSWICK 
PATERSON @ Toms RIVER @ TRENTON 


i153 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2-7875 
BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON ST. 


-Clinton 


HACKENSACK 
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